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man from New Hampshire, I wish to suggest an 
amendment which is indispensable if he wants to 
have his bill executed. ‘There has been for a long 
time very stringentlaws in force against this liquor 
business in the Indian country, for fifty or sixty 
years at least, but they have remained preationty 
a dead letter. They never have been executed, 
and my opinion is that the stronger you make the 
penalty the less possibility there is of their being 
executed. I am willing, however, to vote for the 
bill reported by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, ovenitied it is amended in one or two par- | 
ticulars, I propose to amend the last clause of 
the bill so as to provide that it shall be lawful for 
any person in the service of the United States, or 
any Indian, to take and destroy any afdent spirits 
or wine which has been brought into*%the country 
with the intent to dispose of it to the Indians. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Icannotaccept that amend- 
ment. The.bill makes it lawful to bring ardent 
spirits into the Indian country on the order of the 
Secretary of War. o 

Mr. COX. 1am informed that miners are in 
the habit of taking liquor into the Indian countfy, 
not for the purpose of disposing of it to the In- | 
dians, but for their own peculiar uses. It is not 
the intention of the gentleman, I know, to punish 
miners for taking liquor for their own use. I will 
suggest to him, therefore, that if he wishes to do 
justice and make his bill effective, he had better 
allow the amendment I have suggested to be 
offered. 

Mr. EDWARDS. 


I am willing the amend- 


ment should be offered, and will withdraw the | 
demand for the previous question to enable the | 


gentleman to propose it. 

Mr. COX. ee to amend, in the last clause, 
by inserting, after the word ‘country,’ the words 
** with the intent to dispose of it to the Indians.’’ 

Mr. WALLACE, of Washington. I ask the 
gentleman from New Hampshire to allow me to 


move to postpone the consideration of this bill | 


until some future day. It is one that addresses 
itself to the interests of the people I represent, 
coming, as I do, from one of the western Terri- 
tories, and I would be glad to have at least an op- 
portunity to examine it. [ have had no such 
opportunity up to this time, and I am not aware 
that any such opportunity has been affordéd to 
the Delegate from any Territory. 1 understand 
that the bill has not been even printed. 
in order, I will move to postpone it. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order if the 
gentleman from New Hampshire yields the floor 
for that purpose. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I can see no necessity for 
a postponement of the bill. 1 prefer to insist on 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the gentleman to with- 


draw his demand for the previous question for a | 


moment? 


Mr. EDWARDS. I willif the gentleman from | 


Minnesota will renew it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will. I desire to say to the | 
gentleman from Washington that this bill has | 


been petitioned for by the agents and superintend- 


ents in nearly all the northern superintendencies. | 


The only difference between this bill and the law 
as It now exists is, that it punishes the sale of 


liquor outside the boundaries of an Indian reser- | 
vation. The parties there who have asked for the | 


If it be | 





poanege of this measure deem it Phdispensable. 

ane say they cannot stop the sale of whisky to 
the Indians unless this amendment to the trade 
and intercourse law is passed. The law as it now 
exists allows the Secretary of War to permit liquor 
to pass into the Indian country. This bill does 
not interfere with that provision. It has been sub- 
mitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
meets his approval. The only change we propose 
is the one I have stated, which is necessary to 
prevent the Indians from buying liquor outside 
their reservations. 

Mr.LOVEJOY. Dol understand that this bill 
allows liquor to be taken into the Indian reserva- 


tions, under the direction by th Sha 
of the Secretary of War? or by the permission, 
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| jection there is to having this bill postponed until 


eee ee eee 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The present law does the 
same. 

Mr.LOVEJOY. Thequestion then comes back 
whether the War Department intends to monop- 
olize the liquor business with the Indians, or to 


allow free trade. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answer to the gentleman’s 
question, | will state that I have never known the 
War Department grant permission to take any | 
liquor into the Indian country. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Why not, then, prohibit it 
altogether? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that there are 
military posts in the Indian country; and it may 
become necessary occasionally, for medicinal pur- 
poses, to take a little there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATTS. | ask the gentleman what ob- 





it can be examined by the Delegates of the Ter- 
ritories to which it applies. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as I am concerned, I 
have no objection; but I am sure when they have | 
examined it they will find that itis right. It has 
been thoroughly examined in the Indian Bureau. 
I have no doubt the Delegates will approve it. 

Mr. WATTS. As we have the right of ap- 
proval, it seems to me we ought to have the right 
of examination. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Very well; I will withdraw 


the demand for the previous question, and move 


to postpone the further consideration of the bill 


until one week from to-day. 
The motion was agreed to. 
INTEREST ON STATE ADVANCES. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on 


Military Affairs,reported back certain resolutions | 


of the House, directing the Military Committee 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the 
States the interest on their expenditures in enlist- 
ing and equipping troops, with the recommenda- 
tion that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state very briefly 
to the House the reason why the committee have 
come to the conclusion they have upon this sub- 
ject. The outlay of the different States is about 
equal, and if we allow this interest they will have 
to collect it again by a direct tax. - But if this in- 
terest is to be allowed, it had better come in a gen- 
eral bill upon that subject, which I understand is 
in course of preparation, allowing interest after 


so many days after the accounting officers of the | 
Treasury have adjusted the claim, and until the | 


Government pays it. 
tions on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. GRANGER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined and found ay enrolled an act to promote 
the efficiency of the dead letter office; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER TO PRINT. 
Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, by unanimous consent, reported a bill to 
amend the act to establish a court for the inves- 
tigation of claims against the Government of the 


I move to lay the resolu- 


was recommitted to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mn CAMPBELL. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn; there being, on a division—ayes 38; 
noes dl. 

DEBTS DUE BY REBELS, ETC. 


Mr. SPAULDING. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a bill to organize 
the United States tribunal, and enforce by court 
and martial power the payment of debts and dam- 
ages due to loyal American citizens, and the res- 
toration of their pro 
cases arising out of the rebellion. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I object. 


United States, approved February 24, 1855; which | 














erty and effects in certain | 








New Senies.....No. 25. 


Mr. COX. 
adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn; there being, on a division—ayes 28, 
noes 54. 

CHEATING THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [ask leave to introduce 

the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
they are hereby, instructed to inquire into and report to this 


I move that the House do new 


| House upon the expediency of enacting a law making it a 


crime punishable by death for any officer or private of the 
Army or Navy of the United States, or other military ser- 
vice of the Government, or on the part of any commissary, 
contractor, sutler, or other person or persons in the employ 
of the United States, to knowingly and willfully cheat and 
swindle the Government of the United states, or to felon- 
iously take and carry away the property of the same during 
the existing rebellion. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I object. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to provide for the construction of 
a railroad and telegraph from the valley of the 
Mississippi to the Pacific; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the special com- 
mittee on the Pacific railroad. 


TAX UPON BANK NOTES. 


Mr. ARNOLD, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of raising revenue 
by taxing all bank notes and other paper issued as a circu- 
lating medium. 


And then, on motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the 
House (at twenty minutes after four o’clock, p. 
m.) adjourned until Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 20, 1862. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Sunpervanp. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 








PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COWAN presented four petitions from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that homeo- 
pathic surgeons may be eligible to at least one 
eighth of the surgical appointments in the Army 
and Navy; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr, President, | present the 
memorial of Benjamin Silliman, Theodore D. 


|| Woolsey, B. Silliman, jr., Elias Loomis, James 


D. Dana, and twenty-six others, citizens of New 
Haven, in the State of Connecticut, asking Con- 
gress to continue the active duties of the Coast 
Survey. ° 

The memorial sets forth, in language peculiarly 
forcible, the importance of this great department 
of the public service as a military necessity. It 
declares that to abandon it now would be ‘to 
throw away during its active usefulness one of 
the national weapons wherewith to fight the re- 
bellion.”’ 

I concur entirely with these memorialists in 
their opinion thus expressed, and I desire, sir, 
that the weight of their distinguished names 
should be felt upon this important subject. They 
are names, many of them, known and honored 
throughout the civilized world, All of them are 
known and honored in the State where they re- 
side; and they express, I am convinced, upon this 
subject, the views of all the loyal citizens of Con- 
necticut. I move the reference of the memorial 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. KING presented a petition of citizens of. 
Monroe county, New York, praying that slavery 
may be immediately abolished by congressional 
proclamation under the war power; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Stock- 
holm, New York, praying for the total abolition 
of slavery throughout the country; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. GRIMES presented a petition of citizens 


of Emmitsburgh, Iowa, praying for the location of || 


a national armory at Rock Island, Illinois; which | 


was ordered to lie «n the table. 
Mr. HARRIS presented two memorials of citi- 
zens of New York, protesting against the appoint- 


ment of a solicitor of customs $n the city of New | 


York; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the commission ap- 


pointed on the part of the Senate, under the act | 


approved July 31, 1861, ‘‘ providing a commission 
to examine and report as to the compensation of 
all officers of the Government, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ reported a bill (S. No. 158) regulating the 
pay of the officers of the Navy, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 8th instant, in 
relation to the claim of Swift and Ford for horses 


furnished, in 1846 and 1847, to the command un- | 


der Captain John C. Frémont; which, on motion 
of Mr. Trnumsou.t, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary ef the Navy, correcting an error in his 
report of the 14th instant, in answer to the reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 9th instant, in regard 
to the employment of George D. Morgan to pur- 
chase vessels for the Goverment; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Hause, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a message of the 
President of the United States, transmitting a cor- 
respondence between the minister of Prussia and 
the Secretary of State in relation to the capture 
and detention of certain citizens of the United 
States, passengers on board the British steamer 
Trent, by order of Captain Wilkes, of the United 
States Navy; which, on motion of Mr. Sumner, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


FISCAL AGENCY. 
Mr. CARLILE. 


I move that the Senate take 


up the resolution which I offered some days ago. | 


It is a mere resolution of inquiry, directing the | 


Committee on Finance to make certain investiga- 
uons. 
rule. 
Mr. SUMNER. I suggest to the Senator, had 
we not better go through in regular course, as we 
are in the habit of doing now under the rules. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. After the receipt 


of resolutions, the resolution of the Senator from | 


Virginia will come up in order without a motion. 
Resolutions are in order. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. McDOUGALL submitted the following 


: : 5 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 


consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate be authorized 
to fill the vacancy inthe committee on the Pacific railroad 


occasioned by the expulsion of Trusten Polk from the Sen- 
ute. 


MAIL TO OREGON. 
Mr. NESMITH submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of es- 
tablishing a daily mail from the Dalles, in Oregon, to inter- 


sect the overland mail south at some convenient point at or 
near Great Salt Lake, in Utah Territory. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SAULSBURY asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
159) for the relief of Juan Miranda and his legal 
representatives; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 160) to 
incorporate the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
road Company; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. SUMNER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution 
(S. No. 134) avthorizing certain officers of the 
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| Navy to accept presents offered by the Japanese 
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| should lie over until to-morrow. Itisanim 


Government; which was read twice by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tions. 
Mr. CLARK asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 162) to 


authorize payment of compensation for occupa- | 


tion of property by troops of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous con- | 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


163) to establish two land offices in Colorado Ter- | 


ritory; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. WADE asked, and by unanimous consent | 


| obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (8. 


| No. 35) for payment of the expenses of the joint 
| committee of Congress appointed to inquire into 
| the conduct of the war; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Morais, Chief Clerk, announced that the 


} 


House had passed the following bill, in which the | 


concurrence of the Senate was requested: 


A bill (H. R. No. 156) making appropriations | 


for the construction, preservation, and repairs of 
certain fortifications and other works of defense 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1863, and ad- 
ditional appropriations forthe yearending the 30th 
of June, 1862. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill of the House (No. 160) to promote the 


efficiency of the dead letter office. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 


|| bill and joint resolution: 


A bill (H. R. No. 160) to promote the efficiency 


| of the dead letter office; and 


It was objected to and laid over under the 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 29) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer certain 
balances of an appropriation for printing of the 


second session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress to || 


the sum appropriated for the first session of the 
Thirty-Sixth Congress. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (No. 156) making appropriations for | 


the construction, preservation, and repairs of cer- 
tain fortifications and other works of defense, was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF WAR. 
Mr. WADE asked, and by unanimous consent 


| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 164) to 


authorize the Secretary of War to appoint one or 


| 


} 
| 


it withdraw it. 


more assistant secretaries; which was read twice | 


by its ttle. 
Mr. WADE. 
the Senate to consider the bill now. 
tary is about organizing for business in his De- 
partment, and is extremely desirous that authority 
should be given him to have two additional as- 
sistant secretaries for temporary purposes. The 


bill that I have drawn up authorizes him to have || 


additional assistant secretaries for one year from 


| the time of their appointment; or perhaps it would 


be as well to say ** during this war;’’ 1 do not care 


I ask the unanimous consent of | 
The Secre- | 





uary 20, 





Jan 








portant 
matter. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it will lie over. 

_Mr. SUMNER. Before that is done, I should 
like to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
one feature of the bill. Perhaps it is intentional, 
and perhaps it thay be through an oversight. 
The Secretary of War is authorized to appoint 
these two additional assistantsecretaries. Nothing 
is said of the advice and-consent of the Senate. 
The Assistant Secretaries of State, of the Treas- 
ury, and of War are now appointed by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. WADE. Those words may be inserted 
here. 

Mr. SUMNER. I merely wished to call atten- 
tion to it; that is all. 

Mr. RICE. The appointment ought to be made 
| by the President, and not by the Secretary, if it 

comes before the Senate. If it is in order, I will 
move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order 

Mr. RICE. I make that motion. 

Mr. WADE. I was in hopes that the bill would 
meet with no objection. A new Secretary is com- 
ing into es office, and the immense press of busi- 
ness in that Department now absolutely requires 
additional force. 

Mr. RICE. Allow me one moment 

Mr. WADE. I want to state that I was earn- 
estly requested by him to ask the Senate if they 
would give him this authority now, that, while 
organizing his Department, he may know, and 
know at once, whether we are willing to give him 

| such force as he deems absolutely necessary to or- 
ganize the Department as he thinks it should be 
organized. It seems to me that it is not of suffi- 
cient importance to require that deliberation which 
gentlemen suppose. The bill authorizes him to 
appoint ** one or more”’ additional assistant sec- 
retaries. He says he wants two. I put the bill 
in its present shape, but I have no objection to its 
| being limited to two, if anybody wishes to limit it. 
I would not limit him at all, because if he wants 
more than two [ would not restrict him. I will 
| require that he shall perform the duties of that 
office to the satisfaction of everybody; but I would 
not withhold from him the force that he himself 
thinks it necessary that he should have. He is 
anxious that the bill should be passed to-day; and 
I hope the objection to4@t will be withdrawn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from. 
Illinois having objected to the bill, it cannot be 
considered unless the Senator withdraws his ob- 
jection. 


Mr. GRIMES. 





| I presume the Senator will 
I presume the Senator from Illinois 
will not object to the bill if it is changed so as to 
follow the phraseology usual in such cases. In 
the first place, the appointment ought to be made 
| by the President of the United States and con- 
firmed by the Senate. That has been the universal 
practice heretofore. Inthe next place, it ought to 
| be limited to two or three, if the Secretary wants 
| them. Iam willing, so far as I am concerned, to 


'| give him all the force he desires; but I do not think 


which way it is put; but if it is to be done at all | 
it is necessary it should be done now when he is | 


organizing the Department. 
no objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider 
the bill atthe presenttime. Is thereany objection? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to hear the 
bill read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The bill was read. It proposes to authorize the 


secretaries, who are to perform such duties as he 
may prescribe, and who are to receive the same 
compensation for their services as is now paid to 
the present Assistant Secretary; the office ef such 
additional assistant secretary or secretaries to con- 
tinue for not more than one year from the time of 
their appointment. 
Mr. 'T 


I hope there will be | 


| we ought to deviate from the established custom. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood that I was 
| requested to withdraw the objection. I am dis- 
| inclined to do so. I objected to the consideration 
| of the bill because I have seen so much hasty 
legislation, when we have passed a bill one day 
ahd have had to pass another the next day to cor- 
rect it. This bill is manifestly very. imperfect; 
and if it is not unconstitutional to allow the Sec- 
| retary of oa appoint an assistant secretary, It 
| certainly is contrary toall practice. Then, again, 
the bill is without limit. He may appoint forty 


|| assistant secretaries. We had such legislation as 


| this at the special session, authorizing a major 
| general to have just as many aids as he pleased. 
We have had it at this session. We passed a 


'| tariff bill hert without its ever being printed. The 
Secretary of War to appoint one or more assistant | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
’ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The 


result was we had to pass a joint resolution to 


|| explain it in less than a week, and it will be so 


with this. It will not delay it very much to wait 
"until the bill is printed and we can consider it. I 
| must persist in the objection to its consideration 


| to-day. Cea 
VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 


RUMBULL. I would prefer that the bill || the Militia. 








1862. 


WITNESSES BEFORE COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WADE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 161) to 
promote the — of justice; which was 

twice by its title. 
— WA DE. 1 ask that the bill be considered 
at once. Letit be read at length for information, 
and then I think every one will see the propriety 
of it. 

The bill was read. It proposes to repeal so 
much of the second section of the act of January 
24, 1857, as provides that no person examined 
before either House of Congress, or a committee 
of either House, shall be held to answer criminally 
in any court of justice, or be subject to any re 
alty or forfeiture for any fact or act touching w nich 
he shall be required to testify. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first question 
is, will the Senate consider the bill at this time? 

Mr. KING. I think it had better go to the 
Judiciary Committee, unless there is strong rea- 
son for immediate action. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to hear a state- 
ment from the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WADE. Itis very easy to give it. I wish 
that those gentlemen who are so scrupulous about 
passing bills without due consideration would at- 
tend to such bills as do come before them. A law 
was passed a few years ago exculpating every 
witness called before any one of our committees 
from the effect of any crime he had committed, 








provided a committee had examined him upon | 


that subject. It was got up by those who wanted 
to screen Floyd, Thompson & Co., and it did 
screen them. Indictments were found against 
some of them, but the Attorney General, on look- 
ing at your law, was compelled to quash the in- 
dictments and,.Jet them go. I am on a committee 
that are examining witnesses, and I do not want 


to examine them so as to give them perfect immu- | 


nity for anything in regard to which they may be 
examined. This bill repeals that portion of the 
existing law which affords such immunity; it is 
recited verbatim in this bill. The law was got up 
under color of giving immunity to a witness from 
the testimony that he might give. 
that he should not be permitted to claim the old 
common law privilege, that if his testimony would 
tend tocriminate him he need not testify; and the 
object was to give committees the authority to 
examine him under those circumstances, and that 
his testimony should not be given in evidence 
,against him in any other court; but the law not 
only did that, but went so far as to exculpate him 
from any crime he had committed, provided the 


.committee saw fit to examine him on that sub- | 


ject. For this reason the courts could not touch 
Floyd or Thompson at all. They were examined 
before committees touching the questions in re- 
gard to which the indictments were afterwards 
found. Now, I want to repeal that before | go 
much further in our examinations; but if any- 
body here thinks it ought not to be repealed, or 
if the Judiciary Committee want time to examine 
and deliberate over it, let them do so. 

Mr. KING. The object of examining bills in 
committee is to see that they do accomplish the 
purpose that is proposed in them; and if the bill 
to which the Senator alludes had been thus ex- 
amined by a fair committee, no such construction 
could ever have been given to such a law as he 
now imputes to the one passed herc a few years 
ago; because the committee would have framed 
the bill so as to leave no room for such a construc- 
tion. The object of this examination is to see 
whether the Senator, in the statement which he 
has made, is precisely accurate. &know the skill 
and capacity of the Senator, and have great con- 
fidence in hts statements and in his judgment; but 
I do not like to see bills passed without being 
printed, without our having an opportunity even 
to know with much precision what they are; be- 
cause we cannot, on hearing them read from the 
Clerk’s desk, thus suddenly understand them very 
well. One of the objects of having three readings 
of a bill, and having committees to consider itis, 
that it may be deliberately examined to see that 
there is an evil to be remedied, and that the bill 
accomplishes the purpose. That was my object. 
Certainly, the purpose stated by the Senator from 
Ohio is one that everybody assents to readily, but 
the object of an examination is to see whether this 
is really so, and whether this bill accomplishes 


The idea was | 








| at this time. 
i} to it. 
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the object. A day’s delay is of very little conse- 
quence to the Senator. On his statement, I desire 
no such law to exist as he alleges to exist; and I 
think it very strange that such a one should ever 
have got upon the statute-book. 

Mr. WADE. It is very strange. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


bill? 
Mr. KING. I do not want to interpese 
Mr. WADE. I am not particular about it now. 
l want to examine some witnesses; but that can 





be postponed. The law that I desire to repeal is || 
one can || 


copied verbatim in this bill, so that ever 
see what itis. If Senators think it sedans to let 
it stand as it is, be it so. , 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand that the 
House of Representatives has passed a bill on this 
very subject and sent it to the Senate. If so, we 


shall reach the object of the Senator from Ohio | 


soonest by passing the House bill. 

Mr. KING. Let us take up that bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL: 1am told that it has been 
referred; I have not seen it. I am told that the 
House bill accomplishes the very object the Sen- 
ator from Ohio desires; and if so, the quickest way 
will be to act on their bill and let this bill lie over 
until to-morrow; in the mean time, we can hunt 
up the House bill. 

Mr. WADE. Iftheré@is any such bill, 1 do not 


|} Want to pass a new one. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I am informed that there 
is such a bill, and that it has been referred. 

Mr. HALE. I move that this bill be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RULES AND ARTICLES OF WAR. 

Mr. WILSON. 
which I reported the other day to amend the rules 
and articles of war. I desire to have it considered 
1 think there can be no opposition 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 


152) to arnend the fifty-fifth article of the first sec- || 
tion of the act of 10th April, 1806, and the second | 
section of the same act, was considered as in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole. It proposes to so amend the 
articles of war as to provide that whoever belong- 


ing to the armies of the United States in foreign || 


parts, or at any place within the United States or 


their Territories, during rebellion against the su- | 
|| preme authority of the United States, shall force 
a safe-guard, shall suffer death; and that in time of | 


war or rebellion against the supreme authority of 
the United States, all persons who shall be found 


lurking or acting as spies in or about the fortifi- || 


cations, encampments, posts, quarters, or head- 
quarters of the armies of the United States, or any 


| of them, shall suffer death by sentence ofa general 


| do not want to put a man to death for a thing 1 | 





court-martial. 
Mr. HALE. 


what I vote for; and I wish the chairman of the 


Committee on Military Affairs to explain what || 


“* forcing a safe-guard’’ means. I do not know; 
I have not the slightest idea of it in the world. I 


do not know anything about. 
Mr. WILSON. ‘* Forcing a safe-cuard’’ is a 


military phrase, and the Senator will find it pre- | 


cisely defined in Scott’s Dictionary of Military 
Phrases. A safe-guard is an army guard; that 
is the sum and substance of it. The law now 
provides that ** whoever belonging to the armies 
of the United States, in foreign parts, shall force 
a safe-guard shall suffer death.” 


proposes to apply in the rebellious territory the 
same rule, as though the Army was fighting in 
Mexico or Canada. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is “ forcing a safe- 
guard ?”’ 

Mr. WILSON. A safe-guard is a guard of the 
Army, and forcing it is going through it violently. 
Then the second section as it now stands, is: 

“That in time.of war all persons not citizens of or owing 
allegiance to the United States of America, who shall be 


found lurking as spies in or about the fortifications, en- 
campments, Or quarters of the armies of the United States, 


| or any of them, shall suffer death according to the law and 
| usage of nations, by the sentence of a general court-mar- 


tial.’? 
This bill applies this section to the rebellious 


portion of our own country. If men in arms 
against the country are found lurking about as 


L GLOBE. 


Does the Senator || 
from New York object to the consideration of the | 


1 move to take up the bill || 


I generally like to understand | 


We are now || 
engaged in a contest with rebellion; and this bill || 
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spies, this bill proposes to put them on the same 
footing as though they were foreign enemies. If 
it ever be needed, it is needed now; and it is a 
simple question whether you will apply in the 
rebellious portion of the United States the same 
laws that you apply in a foreign land towards 
persons who are not citizens of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. [have not the slightest objection 
|| to the bill as it is explained, and think it ought to 
|| be passed; but I do not like the introduction of 
technical phraseology which has not a meaning 
of itself in the statute. 

Mr. WILSON. It is there now. 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand that it is in 
the statute now. It is in the Army regulations, 

Mr. WILSON. Itisin the cxtictes of war, and 
they are contained in a statute. Thisistoamend 
| the act of Congress prescribing the articles of war. 

Mr. CLARK. Read the fifty -fifth article, 

Mr. WILSON. I will: 


“ Whoever belonging to the armies of the United States 
in foreign parts shall force a safe-guard shall suffer death.” 
All the change is in the insertion of the words: 

Or at any place within the United States or their Terri 
| tories during rebellion against the supreme authority of the 
United States. 

It only applies, with all the checks and guards 
| in the present articles of war, this rule in the re- 
bellious States, as if the Army was in Canada or 
Mexico. Itis right, and it ought to pass, if we 
are going to carry on this war. 

Mr. PEARCE. If I recollect the bill aright, 
there are modifications beyond the original law in 
the second section, anda ease oflanguage. The 
| second section provides a punishment against per- 
sons lurking or acting as spies in and about the 
forts, encampments, posts, quarters, or headquar- 
ters of the Army. The original law applied only 
to persons lurking as spies about the fortifications, 
encampments, and quarters, The change of lan- 
guage, the Senate will perceive, makes some differ- 
ence. This bill says ** lurking or acting as spies;”” 
|| so that if a person is found lurking, whether act- 
ing as a spy or not, he is liable to death, I prefer 
that the Senate should adopt the language of the 
law, ** lurking as spies,’’ because I think the death 
penalty ought to be applied only to an extreme 
case of violation of law and duty. Under this 
|| language, ‘lurking or acting as spies,”’ lurking 
without any intent to be a spy makes a man liable 
| to death. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 

look atthe original law, he will find the words are 
| **lurking as spies.”” Then the words “ stations, 
quarters, and headquarters of the Army,’’ are not 
in the original law. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator desires to make 
the change of language suggested by him, I have 
no objection. As the law now stands it is, that 
‘* in time of war all persons not citizens of or owing 
allegiance to the United States of America, who 
shall be found lurking as spies in or about:’’ this 
bill says, ** lurking or acting as spies.”” 

Mr. COLLAMER. Read the whole sentence. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 will read itas we propose to 

amend it: 
| 'Thatin time of war or rebellion against the supreme 
authority of the United States, all persons who shall be 
found lurking or acting as spies in or about the fortifica- 
tions, encampments, posts, quarters, or headquarters of the 
armies of the United States, or any of them, shail suffer 
death by sentence of a general court-martial.” 

We recognize these persons as citizens of the 
United States, and hence we have no power to 
punish a South Carolinian for lurking around our 
| camps asa spy, while we have a right to punish 
| an Englishman. This bill applies to all persons 
hostile to the Government; and if we are going to 
| carry on the war, we need the change. 

Mr. PEARCE. The amendment which I sug- 
'| gest is, that the words “lurking or acting as spies”’ 
be modified so as to read ‘* lurking as spies.”’ 

Mr. WILSON. I am perfectly willing to make 
that change. It seems to me, however, that it 
strengthens the law rather than otherwise. The 
law was intended to cover the case, but to be as 
humane as possible, 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest this alteration 
of phraseology, ‘‘ lurking as spies, or acting as 
such,”” 


Mr. PEARCE. 


| 
| 


I have no objection to that. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I am notexactly satisfied 
about the first provision of the bill, though I have 
no doubt as to this one. 
plicable to the 
as soldiers, it might be rather severe. 


It strikes me that as ap- 
militia, who are not’so well drilled 


As l 


| 
| 





understand it, ifa soldier was intoxicated, and, un- 
der those circumstances, should run by the guard, 
he would be liable to suffer death, I think it can 
hardly be necessary to inflict so severe a penalty 
in all cases; but the bill is general in its terms, and 
it seems to me that under it any officer or soldier 
who, under any circumstances, should run by a 
guard, would be liable to the death penalty. Is 
that the meaning of it? 


Mr. WILSON. 


belonging to the armies of the United States in 
foreign parts, shall force a safe-guard, shall suffer 
death.’? Now, the object is to make this provision 
apply as well in the States and Territories of the 


Union in which rebellion exists as if the Army || 


were in a foreign country 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from New York propose as an amendment the 
proposition suggested by him? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I prefer to have the bill 
laid over for consideration. I am hardly prepared 
to go to the length of this alteration. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 


move to postpone the further consideration of the || 


bill until to-morrow? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 
The mouon was agreed to, 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, the Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 


sider the bill (1. R. No. 150) making appropri- 


ations for the consular and diplomatic expenses | 


of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1863, and additional appropriations for the year 
ending 30th June, 1862. 

The bill was read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the special order of the 
day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the special 
order be postponed, in order to continue the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr.GRIMES. I hope the Senator from Maine 
will couple with that a motion to postpone the 
special order to some given time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no objection to 
that. Let it be postponed until this bill is dis- 
vosed of. 


Mr. GRIMES. 


tors desire it, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
indifference to me. 
side red. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Chair may 
be allowed to make a suggestion, the special order 
to which the Senator from lowa refers is not the 
special order which the Chair called up. There 
are two special orders for to-day—one a question 
of privilege, and the other relating to the estab- 
lishment of an armory at Rock Island. The 
question of privilege is first in order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope we shall dispose 
of the bill now before us. 


Mr. BRIGHT. 


1 have no objection to going 


through with the bill now before the Senate; but | 


| suppose when it shall be disposed of, there will 
a no objection to taking up the privileged ques- 
ion, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. 
order be postponed by general consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
stood as the general consent of the Senate that 
the first special order shall be postponed until 
this bill is disposed of, if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read 
the amendments reported from the Committee on 
Finance to the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the committee 
was to insert, after line twenty-five in the first 
section, the following: 

For compensation to an interpreter to the consulate at 
Kanagawa, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment ef the committee was in 
line thirty of the same section, to strike out 
“‘eighty,’’ and insert ** one hundred;”’ so that the 
clause will read: 

For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, $100,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Let the special 


I am willing that it should be || the word ** and,’’ between the words “ Scio’’ and 


postponed to the latter part of the week if Sena- | 


It is a matter of entire | 
I merely want this bill con- | 


It will be under- | 


| 
| 


I will state to the Senator pre- | 


cisely the meaning. By existing laws, ‘* whoever, | ‘he amendment was agreed to, 


| The next amendment of the committee was in | 


| 
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The next amendment of the committee was in 
line fifty-four of the same section, in the clause 
| making an appropriation for salaries of consuls 
| general, to strike out the word ‘* Simoda.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr. FESSENDEN. The Committee on Fi- 
| nance have directed me to move as a further 
| amendment to that clause to insert, after the word 

** Frankfort-on-the-Main,”’ in the fifty-fourth and 
fifty-fifth lines, the word ‘* Florence.”’ 





i 
} 


| line seventy-six of the same clause, making an 


|| appropriation for the salaries of consuls, to strike 





out the letter ‘‘a”’ in Tahita, and insert **i;”’ so 
that it will read ‘* Tahiti.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
line seventy-eight, of the same clause, making an 
| appropriation for the salaries of consuls, to insert, 
after the words ‘* St. John, New Brunswick,’’ the 
words, ‘** Pictou, Nova Scotia.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
line eighty of the same clause, to change the word 
‘* Vendie’’ to ‘* Vendee.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
| line eighty-one of the sme clause, to strike out 


|| the words ** St. Marc.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
| line eighty-two of the same clause, to strike out 
the words ** Hayti and Liberia.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


the word ‘* Toronto,”’ and insert ‘* Taranto.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


the same line of the same clause, to strike out the 

word ** Bilboa,’’ and insert * Bilbao.’’ 

| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to have an amend- 

| ment made in line eighty-two. I wish to insert, 

after ** Valencia,’’ the words ** Port Mahon.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment ofthe committee was in 
line eighty-four of the same clause, to strike out 


** Paramaribo.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
line eighty-four, of the same clause, after the word 
| ** Paramaribo,”’ to insert the words: 

Macao, Stockholm, Ancona, Otranto, Swatow, La Paz, 
Port au Prince, San Domingo, (city,) Monrovia, Cape Hay- 
tien,and Aux Cayes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
line eighty-eight, of the clause making appropria- 


| tions for the salaries of commercial agents, to strike 


out the works ‘* Port au Prince, San Domingo, 
ae 

Mr. HALE. What is the use of striking that 
out? 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to have an ex- 
planation of that amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Senators will notice that 
in a previous pe of the bill the House had in- 
gerted the words ** Haytiand Liberia.’’ The com- 
mittee struck them out for the simple reason that 
it is not customary to send consuls to a ene 
We send them to a particular port or place. In 
order to accomplish the object, as we had a com- 
mercial agent at Hayti, and also at Liberia, the 
| committee have simply stricken out * Haytiand 
Liberia,’’ and chuaned the character of the agen- 
cies from commercial agencies to consulships. 
| Mr. SUMNER. That is right. 

Mr. COLLAMER. You have made them con- 
suls? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
line eighty-nine of the same clause, making ap- 
propriations for the salaries of commercial agents, 
to strike out the words ** Monrovia’’ and ‘* Cape 
Haytien.”’ 

he amendment was agreed to. 








The next amendment of the committee was in | 
line eighty-three of the same clause, to strike out | 


The next amendment of the committee was in | 


Rergen, ‘Trinidad, Barcelona, Quebec, Maricaibo, Algiers, | 





i} 
| 














The next amendment of the committee was to 


| insert after line eighty-nine of the same clause, 


the words ** St. Marc.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment of the committee was in 
line ninety of the same clause, to strike out the 
words ‘* Aux Cayes’’ and insert ** Curagoa.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The next amendment of 
the committee, changing the sum, I think may as 
well be passed over until a new amendment has 
been made below in the next amendment, which 
I move by order of the committee, because the 
amount there would be made different by the ac- 
tion of the Senate. I move in line ninety-nine, 
after the word “* sixty,”’ to insert: 

And the salary of the consul general at Florence shall be 


| $1,000, to commence on thelst day of January, 1862 ; and 
the consul at Port Mahon shall receive a salary of $1,500. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
propose that as an amendment to the amendment 
reported by the committee? 


Ir. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 
Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 


The VICEPRESIDENT. The question now 
recurs on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let the whole amendment 
as amended now be read. 

The Secretary read it; to insert after line ninety- 
two the following: 


And the salary of the consul at Bremen shall be $3,000, 
to commence on the Ist day of January, 1862 ; and the con- 
sul at Pictou, Nova Scotia, shall receive a salary of $1,500, 
to commence on the Ist day of January, 1862; and the sal- 
ary of the consul at Swatow shall be $3,500, to commence 
on the 2ist day of September, 1860; and the salary of the 
consul general at Florence shall be $1,000, to commence on 
the Ist day of January, 1862: and the consul at Port Mahon 
shall receive a salary of $1,500: Provided, That all consu- 
lar officers whose respective salaries exceed $1,000 per an- 
num shall be subject to the provisions of the fifth section 
of the act to regulate the diplomatic and consular systems 
of the United States, approved August 18, 1856; and their 
respective consulates shall be included in schedule B of the 
list of salaried consulates. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Asa member of the Com- 


mittee on Finance, I did not agree to this amend- 


| ment, and will now briefly state my reasons for 


disagreeing. I know it is idle to attempt to pre- 
vent this class of legislation on appropriation bills. 
It has been the custom of the Senate for many 
years, and probably the Senate will not change 
that custom; but it seems to me the practice is a 
vicious one, and while | ama member of this body 
I shall oppose it, unless the reasons for that legis- 
lation are very strong indeed. The Senate may, 
as well understand that this consular bill largely 
increases the consular expenses of the Govern- 
ment; but that is made necessary, to some extent, 
by a law, passed at the last session of Congress 
without much reflection, giving an unlimited power 
to the Secretary of State to increase thenumber of 
consuls, and to change the compensation of con- 
suls up to $1,500. That power has been very lib- 
erally exercised, so that our consular and diplo- 
matic expenses have largely increased. That may 
have been necessary to some extent. It seems to 
me, however, it has gone much further than there 
was any occasion for. 

This class of legislation is always objectionable. 
It ought to come properly from the Committee on 
Commerce of the Senate, and not from the Com- 
mittee on Finance. The Committee on Finance 
has no intercourse ordinarily with the Secretary 
of State. Amendments of this kind are proposed 
and are ingrafted on appropriation bills without 
reflection. I doubt very much now whether the 
numerous amendments made to this appropriation 
bill have attracted the attention of the Senate. I 
shall now, and jereafter always, vote againstany 

ropositions to add legislation to an appropriation 
bill As a member of the House, I know it was 
the most embarrassing form of legislation. A great 
mass of amendments, largely increasing your ex- 
penditures, and changing the existing laws, came 
as amendments to the appropriation bills, and con- 
stantly created embarrassment and delay, and 
were the cause of nearly all the troubles and difii- 
culties that existed between the two Houses of 
Congress. It seems to me it would be wise now 
for the Senate to abandon this system of legisla- 
tion, although I scarcely hope to accomplish that 
result. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, the com- 
mittee heard this objection of the Senator from 
Ohio while these matters were under considera- 





1862._ 


tion. I believe I have always —_ legislation 
on these bills as stringently an strongly as any 
one, at any rate as strongly as I could; but it 
seemed to me, and to the committee, that in these 
particular cases all these matters were quite ger- 
mane to the bill and should properly come in here, 
or might, without its being considered a departure 
from our rule. Theground ordinarily upon which 
the rule has been attempted to be enforced is that 
we did not wish to admit of legislation which was 
disconnected, or was not properly germane tothe 
matter under consideration. Now, sir, with re- 
gard to all these cases, the objection of my friend 
from Ohio does not strictly apply. ‘Take for in- 
stance the very first: that the salary of the consul 
at Bremen shall be $3,000, to commence on the 
Ist of January, 1862. ‘ 

Mr. GRIMES. How much is it now? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was $2,000 before. It 
was very clearly shown by recommendations that 
have been made by sevgral Secretaries of State, 
that it was absolutely necessary that the consul 
at that place should ian a larger salary, owing 
to the expense of living and other expenses con- 
nected with the consulate. It was recommended 
by General Cass. The House passed a bill at 
one time giving this increase of the salary. The 
bill came to the Senate so late, however, that it 
did not pass. Under these circumstances, we 
thought, instead of waiting to have legislation 
merely for one or two consulates, a mere Increase 
of salary or a change of the mode of payment, it 
might be as well to insert it here, and that it would 
not be considered a departure from tbe rule; for 
I understand my friend not as objecting to the 
thing itself, so much as to the fact of the departure 
from what he conceives and what I conceive to be 
safe practice, and which we have adhered te hith- 
erto in all cases where it ought to be adhered to. 

The same argument applies with regard to the 
consulat Pictou, which isthe next place. The con- 
sul at Pictou heretofore has been paid fees, and the 
fees amounted to between two and three thousand 
dollars a year; but owing to a clause inserted in 
an appropriation bill a year or two ago, for the 


purpose of cutting off or restraining the bad prac- || 





tices of the consul general at Montreal, we in fact | 
cut off pretty much all the fees that the consul at | 


Pictou got, and reduced him to some four or five 


hundred dollars a year, which is entirely inade- | 


quate. After consideration, it was thought best, 
and asaving to the Government, instead of making 
an exception to the rule, that we should give him 
a salary of $1,500, which is really a very reason- 
able salary for that place, and we changed the 
compensation from fees to that particular amount. 


The case of the consul at Swatow isanother very | 


strong one. Itisa port recently opened within 
two or three years in China, and a consul has 
been sent out there. It is a place of great busi- 
ness. 
time indicated in the bill. He is a most com 
tent man, acquainted with the China business. 
started from here in September, 1860, and has not 
received a dollar of salary up to the present time. 
Three thousand five hundred dollars is the usual 
sum paid to consuls in China, on account of the 
very great expense of living there. 
other case. 


The consul has been out there since the | 


He | 





That is an- | 


There are two cases which I have inserted this | 


morning which stand on a similar ground. Both | 


are consulates, the compensation of which Jas 
been changed from fees to salaries. 
Mr. KING. What are they? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. One is Florence, with a | 
salary, I think, of $1,000 a year, and the other is | 


Port Mahon, which is considered an important 


one. We propose to send an Amagican as consul | 


there, and give him a salary of $1,500. The pro- 
viso is merely to place these consulates within the 
purview of the statute which we have previously 
passed. I think, therefore, the objection of my 
friend does not apply to these particular cases, 
and it is advisable to make these changes. 
Mr.SUMNER. What the Senatorfrom Maine 
-has said has anticipated something I intended say- 
ing; but still he has not touched the precise point 
on which I propose to ask the attention of the 


Senator from Ohio. I understood him to say that | 


the consular bill at the last session, authorizing 
new appointments, had been 
consideration. I have some recollection of the 
circumstances with reference to that bill, and I 


wish to assure the Senator he is mistaken if he | 
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| was supposed, for different 


| adding the additional sum of $ 


| information of the Senate, that that 1s a provision 
| that is ordinarily made every year, but on inquiry 


| the evidence therein, in the State Department, $10,000. 








passed without due | 


| present rebellion,”? be and it is hereby repealed. 





supposes it passed without due consideration. 
The precise object of that bill was to reach the || 
exigency of this year. There were privateers | 
from the rebel States then on the sea, making, it | 
orts where we had | 
no consular representatives. [twas important that 
there should be such representatives there to en- 
counter them, to prevent their obtaining supplies, 
if possible, and, at least, to give information with 
regard to their movements. It was on that ac- 
count, and with a view to meet that special diffi- 
culty, that that bill was introduced and passed, 
and it is under that bill that several of these ap- 
ointments for which we are now providing have 
een made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur 
in the chair.) The question is on agreeing to the 
amendmentreported by the committee asamended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Now the vote can be 
taken on the amendment preceding that. 

The amendment reported by the committee was 
to strike out ** $303,000,” the amount appropri- | 
ated in the bill originally for the salaries of consuls 
general, consuls, and commercial agents, and to 
insert ** $347,750.’ . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 





I wish to amend that by 
2,500 to cover the 
consulates at Florence and Port Mahon. Imoveto 4 
strike out ** $347,750,’’ and to insert ‘*$350,250.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to 


The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 


The next amendment was after line one hun- 
dred and eight, to strike out the following clause: 

For expenses incurred under instructions from the Sec- 
retary of State, in bringing home from foreign countries 
persons charged with crime, and expenses incident thereto, 
$10,000. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I will simply state for the || 


I found that there now remains subject to that 
same matter $10,000 in the Treasury, and there- 
fore the committee thought it as well to strike it 
out and let them expend that money first. 


The amendment was agreed to. || 


The next amendment of the committee was, | 


after line one hundred and seventeen, to strike out | 
the following clause: 


To enable the Secretary of State to have prepared and | 


| transmitted to the Executives of the several States and Ter- 


ritories having boundaries with foreign States a competent 
number of authentic copies of the settlement of such 
boundaries, and the maps and charts relating thereto, and 


} 
1} 
i} 
| 
i} 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I will state that the same || 
sum was appropriated last year, and has not been 
expended. 


The amendment was agreed.to. 


i 


The next amendment of the committee was, in 
line seven of section two, to strike out the words 
‘‘ thirty-eight,’ and insert ‘* fifty-three,’ and also 
to strike out *‘ forty-nine,’’ and insert * thirteen;”’ 
so that the clause will read: 

For compensation and increased salaries to sundry con- 
suls, under the act of August 2, 1861, $53,013 98. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Owing tothe amendments | 
which have just been made by the Senate, it will | 
be necessary to add to that amount the sum of 
$806 33. I move tostrike out “* $53,013 98,” and | 


insert ** $53,820 31.” 


| 
i 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
! 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed || 


to. 
The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 
Mr. GRIMES. I offer an amendment to insert 
as a new section the following: 


“And be it further enacted, That the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 2, 1861, entitled, “An act to increase the 
consular representation of the United States during the 


| 


Mr. BROWNING. 
that act is. 

Mr.GRIMES. I will explain it to the Senator. 
On the 2d of August last there wasan act approved, 
giving unlimited power to the Presidentto appoint 


I wish to inquire what 
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| in a little of it. 


|| suls of a very awkward predicament. 
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from nothing or from fees to $1,500. I think it 


has increased the expenses of the Government in 
the neighborhood of a hundred thousand dollars 
atany rate. I inferred from the remark of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that the condition 
of things that required the passage of this law last 
August, and I do not think there was any con- 
dition that did require it, as his language was in 
the past tense, that he does not believe that such a 
condition of things now exists as to require the 
continuance of thislaw. If there is any necessity 
for the establishment of more consulships, let us 
establish them by law. If the President or the 
Secretary of State desires that there shall be any 


| more, let him say so, and we can make provision 


for them, if we deem them necessary; but I do not 
believe it is proper for us to continue to allow this 


| unrestricted power to be conferred on the Secretary 
| of State or on the President. 


Sir, we raised a great deal of sail at our extra 
session in July,and I think itis our duty to take 
So far as Iam concerned, I do not 
want this thing to go on extending unti! we shall 
have a consular agent at every little port. We 
have already established a salary for a consul at 
Florence, far removed from any port. The salary 
is small, it is true; it is only $1,000; but a few 


|| thousand dollars make up a considerable aggre- 


gate. It is said he is a consul general, and has 
the control of several other consuls; but it is just 


| as easy to make one of these sub-consuls, who is 
already receiving a salary of $1,500, the consul 


general, as it is to give the salary to this consul 
at Florence. I did not object to that, but I do ob- 
ject to the continuance of this system any longer. 

Mr. SUMNER. I concur with the Senator in 
his general idea. The bill of the last session was, 


| as | understood at the time, temporary, to meet 


the exigency of that hour. It seems to me that 
the exigency has passed. But what I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator to is precisely this: 
what will be the effect of the passage of this 


/ amendment on the consuls who have actually 


been appointed, and the appropriation which we 
propose to make under the consular and diplo- 
matic bill now under consideration. 

Mr.GRIMES. Ido not think it will have any 
effect on them, but I am willing to add a proviso 
that it shall not affect them. 

Mr.SUMNER. Very well; then Lam in favor 
of it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I will modify my amendment 
by adding the following proviso: 

Provided however, That this section shall not affect any 
appointment heretofore made under the provisions of this 
act. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am sorry that 
the Senator from Iowa has consented to that 
amendment. It seems to me it relieves these con- 


We have 


| authorized the President to appoint as many as 


he thought fit. He has appointed them. Now 


| will they be considered hereafter consulships es- 


tablished by law? It seems to me the true course 
would be to cut off that proviso and repeal the act. 


| Congress is in session, and if it is necesSary to es- 
| tablish any of these consulships by law, to which 


these appointments have been made by the Execu- 
tive under that act, let the President or Secretary 
of State say so, and let us establish them by law, 
| and do not leave this loose way of making con- 
suls on the statute-book. It never ought to have 
been there in the first place, and if we had not 
| been in a good deal of hurry last summer, oe 
| ably never would have been passed. I think itis 
| an injudicious exercise of legislative power to con- 


|| fer this discretion where the power to be exercised 


can be measured and limited and fixed by law, 
as it always ought to be whefe it can be. Now, 
| sir, I think the better way would be not to take 
that proviso, but to repeal the act, and then if itis 
necessary to retain these gentlemen in their places 
| who have been appointed under it, let the Seere- 
| tary of State or the President say so, and let us 
| pass the act necessary, and not go on in this loose 
way. Iam for the amendment, and against the 


| 
| 


| 





consular agents and consuls at foreign ports. 
Heretofore such consulships have always been 


established by Congress; but at that time it was | 


believed by gentlemen that the exigencies of the 
country required that such a power should be con- 
ferred upon the President. ft has been exercised, 
and I think about forty consuls have been either 
appointed, or their seleaten have been increased 





proviso. — 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator seems to forget 
that the discretion has already been exercised. 
| He is against the exercise of such discretion; but 
|| it has been exercised, and our object now, as I 
| understand it, is simply to make the necessary 
| provision for carrying out the law up to this date. 
| Mr. KING. I recollect the law of the last ses- 
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sion. It was to authorize these officers to be ap- 
ointed temporarily for service during the war. 
‘his amendment, as it now stands, leaves these 
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oflicers in appointment with uncertainty, as the | 


Senator from New Haanpshiresays, whether their 
appolntmentis permanentor not, Indeed, the con- 


struction favorable to their existence, they having | 


been appointed, would rather be to establish these 
officers thus indirectly. I think this amendment 
should be more definite. If the law is repealed, 
these temporary officers would go out of employ- 
ment. If it is thought that they should stl be 


retained for some time, there may be a time lim- | 


ited at which their office shall terminate. If this 
law is not repealed, that should be done if this 
amendment is adopted, because there should be 


some end of this matter fixed by law, such asa | 


proviso that all the appointments made under the 
act should terminate on the Ist day of July next. 
Mr. HALE. 
vision. 
Mr.GRIMES. 
restoration of internal peace in the country, and 
they hold their offices at the will of the President. 
It seems to me, all we have got to do is to adopt 
the amendment and put on a proviso that it shall 
not apply to appointments already made, but shall 


That would be a very wise pro- | 


They all terminate now on the | 


restrict the President to the appointment of con- | 


suls where the consulships have been specially. 
provided for by law. ‘That is my purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will read a section that I 
have hastily prepared as a substitute: 

ind be it further enacted, That the term of office of all 
consuls heretofore appointed under the act of August 2, 1861, 
shall expire with the expiration of the next fiscal year, and 
all consuls whose compensation has been increased by that 
act shali, after the Ist day of July, 1863, receive only the 
compensation provided by law in force before the passage 
of said act, and the said act is hereby repealed. 

I think that will be more specific, so that this 
appropriation will be the last appropriation for 
these officers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Ohio proposes that as a substitute for the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before that is voted on, 
1 am drafting an amendment myself, which I shall 
have ready in a few moments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator desire time to prepare his amendment? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. While the Senator from 


Maine is drawing his amendment, I wish to call 


The Senator | 


the attention of the Senate to a very remarkable | 


evidence of hasty legislation at the last session of 
My attention was called to it at this | 


Congress. 
session by a complaint made by the Senator from 


Maine, that the Secretary of War had authorized | 
the raising of from sixty to eighty regiments of | 


cavalry. J 
law, and that it was an act totally indefensible; 


but on looking at the laws of the last session— | 
many of which were passed very hastily—lI found | 


that they distinctly authorized the raising and 


equipment of one million men. By the act of July 
22, 1861, it is provided: 


** That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to || 


accept the services of volunteers, either as cavalry, infantry, 
or artillery, in such numbers, not exceeding five hundred 
thousand, as he may deem necessary for repelling invasion, 
suppressing insurrection, enforcing the laws, and preserv- 
ing and protecting the public property.” 

That is a distinct law, and provides for the or- 
ganization of that force; but there was a subse- 
pent law passed on the 25th of July, 1861, the 

rst seclion of which is as follows: 

“*That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to accept the services of volunteers, 
either as cavalry, infantry, or artillery, in such numbers us 
the exigencies of the public service may in his opinion de- 
mand, to be organized as authorized by the act of July 22 


any 


186i: Provided, That tte number of troops hereby author- 
ized shall not exceed five hundred thousand.”’ 

Thus, ” the act of July 22, we authorized the 
raising of half a million of men, and by the act of 
July 25 we authorized the organization and equip- 
ment of another half million of men. We ought, 
therefore, when complaining of the action of ex- 
ecutive officers, sometimes to remember that we 
make great mistakes ourselves; because I do not 
believe it was the intention of any member of this 
bedy to authorize the employment of over half a 
million of men. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘The Senator from Ohio calls 
our attention to a mistake made, he says, at the 
last session of Congress. I think the wordsused 
in the act may be construed to mean that we au- 


{ believed that it was unauthorized by | 








| thorized an additional five hundred thousand men, 


but I will say to the Senator that when that bill 
was introduced here, the Senator from Maine, 
{Mr. Fessenpen,] in order to prevent it from in- 
creasing the force, suggested the amendment to 
me, and that provision, instead of authorizing the 
raising of five hundred thousand men, was put 
there to prevent the raising of more than the five 
hundred thousand men authorized by the provis- 
ions of the act of the 22d of July. 


That was the object of it, and the Administra- | 


L GLOBE. . 


January 20, 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I think not. 
Mr. GRIMES. Only during the insurrection. 
The law gives the President power— 
**'T’o appoint consuls at any foreign ports where he shall 


| deem it advisable for the purpose of preventing piracy, with 


tion knew that this amendment-was moved by | 


me at the suggestion of the Senator from Maine, | 


to prevent an increase of the force authorized by 
law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My recollection does not 
serve me exactly as to how farl had any agency 
in it; but I recollect distinctly calling the attention 
of the Senator who offered the bill to the matter 
by asking him the question, whether or not it 
would have that effect; and he, according to my 
recollection, said it did not, and would so fix it at 
any rate thatitshquld not. Idonotthink | drafted 
the amendment at all. 

Mr. WILSON. I have sent for the book. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It may be so; I cannot 
tell; but my motive was good, at any rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, 
unless he accepts the amendment proposed as a 
substitute by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave drawn upanamend- 


ment which, I think, will cover the whole ground. | 


It is to add at the end of the proviso, in the first 
section, the following—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- | 
ator offer this as an amendment to the amend- | 


ment: 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is accepted by the Sen- 
ator from lowa as a part of his amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to insert 
after the words ‘* 1856,’’ in line one hundred and 
five of the first section, the words: 

“And provided further, That no appointments of consuls 


shall hereafter be made under the act of August 2, 1861, | 


except to the places herein mentioned. 


So that the clause will read: 


Provided, That all consular officers whose respective sal- | 


aries exceed $1,000 per annum shall be subject to the pro- 
visions of the fifth section of the act to regulate the diplo- 
matic and consular system of the United States, approved 
August 18, 1256: 4nd provided further, That no appoint- 


ments of consuls shall hereafter be made under the act of 


August 2, 1861, except to the places herein mentioned, 


which shall be included in schedule B of the list of salaried 
consulates. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary spoke so much 
lower than several gentlemen around me that I did 
not bear a word of that amendment, and I should 
be obliged to the Senator from Maine if he would 
explain it. I should like to vote understandingly 
upon it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It isa simple provision 
that no further appointments shall be made under 
the act. 

Mr. HALE. 
already appointed? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
are. (t does not strike them out, of course. We 


| have just provided for them. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That, I understand, is an 
addition to the proposition already pending. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yves, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the modification | offered as a separate section has 
been adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. This isa sub- 
stitute which was accepted by the Senator from 
Iowa for his amendment. It isa proviso that no 


| further appointments shall be made except to 


places already provided. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then what becomes of those 
already appointed? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It leaves them justas they 
are under the act—to terminate at the end of the 
war. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire a modification to 


provide that the salaries of the consuls whose com- 
pensation has been changed by the act of the Sec- 
retary, shall be reduced to their old rate after the 
period stipulated. I think that ought to be done. 
| Otherwise it amounts to a permanent increase of 
the salaries of all these officers whose salaries have 
been raised by the Secretary. 








What does it do with those | 


Ave LE > ls . . 
It leaves them as they | is this: the Government has found by experience 


such compensation, not exceeding $1,500 per annum, as he 
shall think proper, to hold their offices, respectively, during 
the pleasure of the President; and in every case such com- 
pensation to cease with the restoration of internal peace 
within the United States; and the President may, during 
the present insurrection, increase the compensation of any 
consuls in foreign ports, if he shall deem it necessary ; so 
as not, however, to exceed the sum of $1,500 in any case; 
but this power shall cease with the reéstablishment of in- 
ternal peace, as aforesaid.’’ 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


reaches the point. 


I am not sure that that 
It does not reduce the com- 


| pensation of those that have been increased during 
| the insurrection. 


That will be a permanent in- 


| crease to the salaries of all these officers. I think 
| that ought not to be done. 


Mr.CLARK. Only until peace is restored; and 
then, by force of the act, they will be reduced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the way I un- 
derstand it; but I will not offer an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I am not-going to spend much 
time on this subject, and, perhaps, I will let the 
whole thing go; but my impression is that that law 
is altogether wrong, and the pretense—for it was 


| but a pretense—that we wanted more consuls 


abroad during this insurrection than we had be- 


| fore, in my humble judgment, was unfounded. 
| We had less occasion for consuls abroad during 


the insurrection than we had before, because we 
had less commerce, very much less. The idea of 
connecting the consular service with the rebellion, 
it seems to me, was a mere pretense, an excuse for 
increasing the corpsof officers. Thatismy humble 
judgment of it. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. As the Senator does not 


| object, of course I shall not say anything on the 


| subject; but he is mistaken about it. 


I think it 
very likely that consuls may have been appointed 
in some places where they could have been as well 
omitted; but [ think the majority of them should 
have been appointed. 

Mr. HALE. Well, let it go. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio is 
entirely right about this matter. This increased 
compensation would be permanent. The law 
merely provides that the power to increase the 
compensation shall cease with the reéstablishment 
of internal peace; that the President shall not go 
on increasing the compensation after that time; 
but it does not provide at all that the compensa- 
tion of the consuls which has been increased shall 
be taken away. That increase will remain per- 
manent; and if it is desirable, or if it be the in- 
tention of the Senate, to revert to the salaries as 
they existed before the passage of this act of 
August 2, 1861, a further amendment is undoubt- 
edly necessary. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If this matter is to be at 
all argued or pushed any further, I shall have 
something to say upon it, and should like to have 


| a long communication which I have here in my 
| hand from the Secretary of State on that subject, 


read. The simple exposition of the whole matter 


| that it is very much better to have consuls witha 


salary than to let them depend on fees in many 
of these places, and therefore to prevent their doing 
any other business except the services to be ren- 


| dered to the Government itself, they have in some 


Ido not understand that || 


cases changed the policy in that particular. I think 
myself the change is a good one. 

Mr. GRIMES. If it is in order, I should like 
to amend the amendment which has been made 


| by the Senator from Maine. 


It now reads# 


And provided further, That no appointment of consuls 
shall hereafter be made under the act of August 2, 1861, ex- 
cepi to the places herein mentioned. 


I want to have it read: 


And provided further, That no appointment of consuls 
shail hereafter be made, nor the compensation of consuls 
raised, under the act of August 2, 1861, except to the places 


| herein mentioned. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no objection to 
that. That is carrying out the original amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa, to insert the words, ** nor the compen- 
sation of consuls raised.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 











LO 


1862.) st 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in and or- 
de--d to be engrossed, and the bill ordered to be 
read the third time. It was read the third time, and 


passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WADE. .I move now to take up Senate 
bill No. 89, in regard to the judicial circuits. 

Mr. FOOT. I believe there was a privileged 
question set apart for to-day, and that takes pre- 
cedence of all other business. I supposed it was 
understood by the Senate that after the consular 
bill was disposed of the Senate would proceed to 
the consideration of the privileged question. — 

Mr. WADE. I will merely state that I obtained 
the postponement of this bill the other day, and 
I agreed that on Monday, to-day, I would call it 
up again. It is important that the bill should be 
acted upon with as little delay as it can be; and | 
therefore I am disposed to move to postpone all 
other orders and take itup. I do not suppose it || 
will take long to dispose of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio moves to postpone the special order for the 
purpose of taking up the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I hope this motion will | 
not prevail, although I should like to accommo- | 
date the Senator from Ohio. 1 think this other 
matter had better be disposed of now, and I can 
see no reason why it should not be disposed of at || 
once. 1] 

Mr. WADE. I will state that there are now || 
eight States without any circuit judge, and they || 
can have none until this bill passes. 

Mr. HALE, I can tell the Senator they are 
better off than we are that hive got them, a good || 
deal better. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WADE. We do not want to be better off 
than New Hampshire. 

The question being put, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes, nine. 

Mr. WADE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I merely wish to inquire 
whether the Senator from Indiana has any par- 
ticular wish about this subject, for I feel bound to 
vote that that question shall come up, if he desires 
it tocome upnext. As that was my understand- 
ing with him, if he desires it should be taken up 
now in preference to other business, I will vote 
to take it up. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Of course I shall be glad to 
have the thing disposed of. Itis rather a delicate 
matter for me to express an opinion about. I 
defer to the wishes of the Senate. I suppose the 
Senator from Minnesota is anxious to speak on 
it. Ihave no intimation as to the length of time 
he may oceupy. I do not know that I shall de- 
sire to sayaword. Ishall notinsist upon taking 
itup. I would prefer, of course, to have it taken 
up and voted upon. 

Mr. WADE. I perceive that the Senate are 
unwilling to take up this bill now, and I will not 
urge it further. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I consider myself under || 
a pledge to the Senator from Indiana, so far as my || 
vote is concerned. |] 

Mr. WADE. IL amvery anxious that the bill 
should be brought to a conclusion at the earliest 
period, because it is necessary that it should be, 
and because I promised that I would move to 
take it up to-day; but I perceive the Senate is not 
disposed to do it, and Lam willing thatthey should 
proceed to the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say a word upon 
that point. I shall not, of course, persist in bring- 
ing up this bill under the circumstances; but I 
think the Senate should consent to consider it ata | 
very early day. I have suffered it to be put off for 
the last two weeks at the suggestion of my friend 
from Ohio. [tis important that the vacancies upon 
the supreme bench should be filled; and if we can- 
not arrange the circuits to suit everybody, we will 
arrange them the best we can. I think something | 
should be donc in reference to it; and if it goes over || 
now, I hope the Senate will allow it to come up 
as soon as the privileged question is disposed of. 

Mr. WADE. I shall move to take it up, then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. WADE. I withdraw the motion; but give 
ae that I shall move to take it up the very next 

ing. | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeasand nays || 
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| of the country has made upon them. 
whelmed with the revelations which are hourly | 
| made of the treason and corruption which sur- 











have been ordered, but the Senator can 
his call for them if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears none. 

PROPOSED EXPULSION OF MR. BRIGHT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 


before the Senate is on agreeing to the report of the | 
Committee on the Judiciary, which will be read: | 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The Judiciary Committee, to which was referred the res- 
olution to expel Hon. Jesse D. Brrentr from his seat in the 
United States Senate, respectfully report: 

That they are of opinion the facts charged against Mr. 
BRIGHT are not sufficient to warrant his expulsion from the 
Senate, and they therefore recommend that the resolution 
do not pass. 


The resolution which was introduced by Mr. 
Wikiyson, on the 16th of December, upon which 
the committee report, is as follows: 

Whereas Hon. Jesse D. Brieur heretofore, on the Ist 
day of Mareb, 1851, wrote a letter, of which the following 
is a copy: 

Wasuinoeton, March 1, 1861. 


My Dear S1r: Allow me to introduce to your acquaint 
ance my friend ‘Thomas B. Lincoln, of Texas. He visits 


your capital mainly to dispose of what he regards a great |} 


improvement in fire-arms. I recommend him to your fa 
vorable consideration as a gentleman of the first respecta- 
bility, aud reliable in every respect. 

Very truly, yours, JESSE D. BRIGHT. 
To His Excellency Jerrerson Davis, 

President of the Confederation of States. 

And whereas we believe the said letter is evidence of 
disloyalty to the United States, and is calculated to give 
aid and comfort to the public enemies: Therefore, 

Beitresolved, ‘hat the said Jesse D. Bricut is expelled 
from his seat in the Senate of the United States. 


Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, I have but 
a very few remarks to make, because J do not sup- 
pose that anything that I shall say will alter the 
action of the Senate, nor perhaps produce any ma- 
terial effect upon the vote which shall be given. 
In-presenting this resolution to the Senate, I was 


not moved by any feeling of unkindness to the | 
Senator from Indiana, nor by any desire that the | 
| seat which he occupies on this floor should be 

| made vacant by its passage. 


j If I had ignored all 
sense of duty, and been governed only by my in- 
dividual feelings, 1 would much rather that this 
matter should have passed by unnoticed than have 
introduced this resolution into the Senate. 


impose upon us duties which are very often un- 
pleasant and painful, but which we cannot permit 


to pass by unnoticed if we would be faithful to | 


the country, nor can we fail to perform them upon 
any plea of kindness or benevolence. Thisis an 
hour, Mr. President, when men must stand up 
straight if they would serve their country; itis no 
time for faltering, for hesitation, or for doubt. And 


it is my deliberate opinion that, surrounded as | 
we are with treason and with corruption in the || 
high places of this Government, if the Senate fails 


to discharge its whole duty without any regard 


| to fear or to favor, or without being moved from 
the right line of duty by personal considerations, | 


this country will be lost. I believe that the firm, 


steady, and heroic action of Congress must save || 


this nation, if it is saved at all; and I further be- 


lieve that every other department of the Govern-.| 


ment has utterly failed to meet with sufficient 
heroism and virtue the demands which the crisis 
I am over- 


rourid and enter into every department of this 


Government; and strange as it may appear, start- || 
lingas may be the announcement, there is scarcely | 
asingle act of treason or of fraud which surrounds, || 


or isin any wise connected with this Government, 


but that finds an eager and ready apologist in Con- || 


gress. If this course is not checked at once, then 


indeed may we bid farewell to all hope of saving || 
| the country and the institutions of freedom which 


our Constitution has guarantied to the people. 


The resolution now before the Senate was based | 
in the main upon a letter purporting fo have been | 


written by the Senator from Indiana, of which 
the following is a copy: 


Wasaineton, March 1, 1861. 


My Dear Sir: Allow me to introduce to your acquaint- 
| He visits 
| your capital mainly to dispose of what he regards a great 


ance my friend Thomas B. Lincoln, of Texas. 


improvementin fire-arms. ] recommend him to your favor- 


able consideration as a gentleman of the first respectability, 


and reliable in every respect. 


Very truly, yours, JESSE D. BRIGHT. 


To his Excellency Jerrerson Davis, 
President of the Confederation of States. 


GLOB 


withdraw | 


But, 
sir, the exigencies of these extraordinary times | 
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|| [understand that the Senator from Indiana does 
|| not deny that he wrote this letter; and I ask the 
|| Senate if it is such a letter as a Senator of the 
| United States should write; is it such a letter asa 
|| true and loyal Senator would write? Let us look 
at this question a little; let us examine into the 
facts and circumstances which surrounded this 
Government, and which surrounded this Senate 
Chamber, at the time the letter was written. On 
the 7th day of this present month, when applica- 
tion was made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Nesmiru] to have his colleague, recently ap- 
ointed, sworn in as a Senator, the Senator fram 
Maine [Mr. Fessenpen] moved that the certifi- 
cate of the Governor’s appointment, together with 
the other papers which he presented, should be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
upon that motion a debate sprang up in the Sen- 
ate, in which debate the Senator from Indiana 
| took part, and said: 


“The Senator from Massachusetts remarked that the Sen 
ate were now engaged in examining into the loyalty of cer 
tain members of this body. lLsuppose he alluded to me, 
Iam in that category, and the examination is based on 
three lines that it is alleged I wrote in a letter for a friend 
of mine, dated as far back as the Ist day of March last. 
The objectionable feature in that letter fs, that [addressed 
Jefferson Davis as president of the confederate States. In 
that I was but following the example of Senators upon this 
floor who, day after day, spoke and addressed him by that 
|| tithe at thattime ; yetno exception was taken tothat. How- 
ever, | do not propose arguing my case now; it would be 
out of place; but I want it to go out to the world with the 
| statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, that, so far 
as | am concerned, I hope the Senate are examining into 
my case, and I am very sorry that they have progressed so 
slowly. Iam impatient for the investigation and anxious 
for the result, ready to meet it at any time it may come, 
and the sooner the better. [ say this much for the informa 
tion of the committee who have my case in charge, and for 
my friends at a distance, who appear to be borrowing some 
| trouble on my account. [do not ask their sympathy. I 
have done nothing that I would not do over agaiy under 
the same circumstances, and that [am not prepared to 
defend Ifere or elsewhere.”’ 





Here the Senator from Indiana openly avows 
upon this floor, on the 7th day of the present 
month, that he has notdone anything that he would 
not do over again under the same circumstances. 
It will be seen that the Senator assumes that the 
objectionable feature in his letter is that it was 
addressed to Jefferson Davis as president of the 
confederate States, and he urges, as a justification, 
that at that time other Senators addressed him by 
that title, and that no exception was taken to it. 
Now, sir, I venture the assertion that no loyal 
Senator upon this floor, no man who was true to 
the Constitution of his country under all cireum- 
stances, ever did upon this floor or anywhere else 
| address Jefferson Davis by that title, unless, per- 
| haps, it may have been the Senator from Indiana. 
It is true there were traitors here before the 4th 
of March last who did repeatedly address him by 
that title, but those men are to-day fighting against 
the Constitution of their country, and against the 
Government of the United States. We had no 
power to expel them then, it requiring a two-thirds 
|| vote, we being in the minority in the Senate. 

sut, sir, the Senator is entirely mistaken when 
he supposes that the objectionable feature of his 
letter consists in the way or the manner in which 
it was addressed. While I am free to state that 
I regard it as exceedingly reprehensible for a Sen- 
ator of the United Siates to acknowledge the le- 
gality of this pretended government by addressing 
the president thereof in his assumed official capa- 
city, still l by no means think that that consti- 
| tutes the worst feature of this letter. Mr, Davis 
assumed to be the chief executive officer of a pre- 
tended government, which was at that time, on 
| the Ist of March last, preparing by force of arms 
to resist the constituted authorities of the United 
States, and to prevent the Government from ex- 
|| ercising its proper and legitimate dominion over 
any part of the seceded States. He was at that 
time, at that very hour, besieging a fortress in 
Charleston harbor by erecting batteries bearing 
upon Fort Sumter, with the avowed purpose of 
| reducing that fortress, and of gaining entire.mili- 
tary possession of the harbor. 

These facts existed at the time this letter was 
written. It was at that time well understood by 
intelligent gentlemen everywhere that Mr. Davis 
was gathering arms and munitions of war, in order 
that he might be the better prepared to maintain 
his position in the conflict which has since been 
precipitated upon the country. 

It was under these circumstances that Thomas 
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B. Lincoln, a resident of Texas—as he is described | 
in this letter—one of the seceded States, conceived || 


the idea of entering into the treasonable business 
of furnishing this pretended rebel government 
with “a great improvement in fire-arms.”? The 
Senator lends his aid to Mr. Lincoln to carry out 
this design; and in order that his letter may be 
the more effective in bringing this traitor to the 
notice of Mr. Davis, he states, in the body of the 
letter, thatthe object which this man Lincoln has | 
in visiting ** your capital,” is ** to dispose of what 


he regards a great improvement in fire-arms.”’ | 


He speaks of the bearer of this letteras his friend, | 
and aman ‘reliable in every respect.”” It was 
but a few hours after this letter was written that 
a Senator upon this floor, a political associate of 
the Senator from Indiana, said in public debate: 


‘© It is very ensy for men to bluster who know there is 
going to be no danger. Four or five million people, living 
in a territory that cxtends from North Carolina down to the 
Rio Grande, wino have exports to above $300,000,000, whose 
ports cannot be blockaded, but who can issue letters of 
marque and reprisal, and sweep your commerce from the 
seas, and who will do it, are not going to be trifled with 
by that sensible Yankee nation.”—Speech of Mr. Wigfall 
in the Senate, March 2, 1861. 

And again, he said: 


“The Star of the West swaggered into Charleston har- 
bor, reevived a blow planted full in the face, and staggered 
out. Your flag has been insulted; redress it if you dare. 
You have submitted to it for two months, and you will sub- 
mit to it forever.’??—TIbid. 

As far back as the month of January preceding 
the date of this letter, Senator Toombs declared in 
aspeech in the Senate, in the presence and hearing 
of the Senator from Indiana, that they (the South,) | 
were ** prepared for the arbitrament of the sword; 
and now you see the glittering bayonet, and you 
hear the tramp of armed men from this capital to 
the Rio Grande. It is a sight that gladdens the 
eyes and cheers the hearts of other millions ready 
to second them.”’ Speaking of the Crittenden com- | 
promise, Mr. Toombs said: 

‘if that or some other satisfactory arrangement is not 
made, { am for immediate action. We are as ready to 
fight now as we ever shall be.” = * . ° eee 
will not buy a shameful peace. I will have equality or 
war. Georgia is on the war path, and demands a full and | 
final setulement this time.”’ . * e * “We | 
shali then ask you, ‘let us depart in peace.’ Refuse that, 
and you presentus war. We accept it; and, inseribing upon 
our banners the glorious words ‘ liberty and equality,’ we 
will trust to the blood of the brave and the God of battles 
for security and tranquillity.” 

Now, Mr. President, I quote this to show that 
on the Ist day of March Mr. Bricur knew there 
was to be war. It had been advertised to him 
upon this floor by his own colleagues, and by 
those with whom he had been on intimate terms 
for yearsand yearsin this body. These are some 
of the open declarations of hostility to which the 
Senator from Indiana listened in this Chamber 
before his letter was written. This is not all. 
Facts which were known to every one, which 
transpired before the date of that letter, made it 
inevitable that war was to be the result of this 
southern rebellion. The rebels had seized on the 
forts, arsenals, military stores, vessels, money, | 
treasure of the United States before the date of 
the letter; and they openly declared that war 
would necessarily follow if the Government un- | 
dertook to recover its property, or to exercise 
any dominion or control over it. All this the 
Senator from Indiana knew when he wrote the | 
letter. [tis idle for him now to assume that he 
did not suppose at that time that a conflict would | 
ensue between the rebels and the Federal Gov- | 
ernment. Already had they fired upon a vessel 
bearing the flag of the United Siates while on her 
peaceful mission to Fort Sumter. Already had 
they seized the revenue cutter William Aiken, | 
and appropriated her to the use of the rebel | 
navy. The arms and munitions of war in the 
forts of the South had been seized by the rebels, 
and placed in the hands of their army. How, 
then, can a United States Senator, who was fa- | 
miliar with all these facts, and who had been for | 
years on intimate terms, socially and politically, | 
with fhe leaders of this rebellion, assume that on | 
the Ist day of March last, by furnishing them | 
with an improvement in fire-arms, he was not | 
aiding treason against the Government which he | 

| 


was sworn to uphold and protect? 

Bat, sir, what did Jefferson Davis want with an 
improvement ia fire-arms, if there was to be no 
war? What did he want with this great improve- 
ment in fire-arms, which the friend of the Senator | 


from Indiana wished to furnish him, unless it was | 
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the better to enable his rebel forces to resist the 
power and authority of the United States? If 
there was to be no war, why did the Senator from 


Indiana urge this warlike improvement upon the | 


attention ot Mr. Davis? Thereis but one answer 


to all this, and that is, that this man, Lincoln, un- | 


derstood and believed that the South were organ- 


izing armies, and that his improvement would find | 


|| a ready purchaser in the leader of this rebel army. 


He applies to the Senator from Indiana to aid him 
in this treasonable effort to supply the armies of 
the South with superior fire-arms, and the Sena- 
tor from Indiana does aid him to the extent of his 
ability. 

Now, sir, I submit in all frankness and sin- 
cerity, that this action shows upon its face that 
the Senator was in complicity with the southern 
rebellion; or at least that he sympathized with this 
movement, and was willing to make it as formi- 
dable as possible. He was willing to exert his 
influence to produce that result. 

This letter shows that its writer was anxious to 


furnish this treasonable army with the most ap- | 


proved methods of warfare. 


And, sir, against | 


whom were these ‘‘ improved fire-arms”’ to be | 


against the noble and brave soldiers of his own 
State. ‘They were to be pointed at the breasts of 
his own constituents. Sir, in the past Indiana had 
honored and upheld her Senator; and her sons who 
were true and loyal to this Government had aright 
to expect of him in the hour of their extremest 
peril the most firm, steady, and heroic support. 
Instead of rendering them the aid of his great in- 


| fluence as a Senator in Congress, he turns his back 


| upon those who had elevated him to power, and 





not only aids a traitor in supplying their enemies 
with superior arms, but boldly declares that he is 
openly opposed to the entire policy of the war in 


They were to be brought into the field | 





disruption permanent and incurable. And hence I have 
opposed, and so Jong as my present convictions fast shall 
continue to oppose, the entire coercive policy of the Gov- 
ernment. I hope this may be satisfactory to my friends. 


For my enemies I care not. 
Sincerely yours, &c., JESSE D. BRIGHT. 


J. Frreun, Madison, Indiana. 


This last letter was sent to the committee at the 
request of the Senator, for he stated, at the time 
the resolution was offered, that this explained his 
letter of the Ist of March. Let us look at this 
letter for one moment. In it he says: “ you say 
the impression is sought to be created, on account 


| of this letter, that I am in complicity with the 
| southern rebellion.’’ Instead of denying flatly the 


justice of this impression which had been created 
by the letter of the Ist of March, the Senator en- 
ters into a tirade against abolitionism, as if by that 
means he could repel the natural and legitimate 
effects of his ownacts. Mr. Bricut does not even 
in this justification pretend to assert that he is for 
the Union at all hazards; he does not assert that he 
isin favor of the Government in this struggle; but 
he says that he is for the integrity of the Union. 
John C. Breckinridge, in his seat on the other side 
of this Chamber, declared that over and over again 
in his treasonable speeches at the extra session of 
Congress. He says that he is opposed to and shall 
continue to oppose ‘* the entire coercive policy of 


|| the Government.”? When did he say this? On the 


|| ator then declared himself entirely opposed ? 


7th day of September last. "What was this coer- 
cive policy of the Government to which the Sen- 


Let 


| the President speak, for he alone has the right to 


| define the true policy of the Government. 


In the 


| President’s inaugural address—I read this for the 


purpose of showing what the coercive policy of 
the Government was, that the Senator condemned 


| in September last—the President said: 


which his own people have so nobly and so earn- || 


estly enlisted. 
Sir, had this letter of the Ist of March been writ- 


| ten by a citizen of Indiana who was withoutany | 


particular influence in the country, by one who | 


was unknown abroad and unhonored at home, we 


might, with propriety perhaps, suffer it to pass by | 


unnoticed; but when he, who has been elevated 


| to places of high trust and honor by the noble 


Wallace and the brave and heroic men under hin, | 


turns against the cause in which these men are en- 


gaged, it becomes us, as we love our country, to | 


turn such men from the high places they occupy, || 
and to leave them to be filled by men who fully | 


sympathize with the gallant sons of Indiana, who 
are to-day in the ficld, struggling with heroic de- 
votion to protect the Government which they love 


| so well. 


But, sir, the gentleman has attempted to explain 
away the force and effect of this letter of recom- 


mendation to Mr. Davis, and he has interposed his | 


defense to the charge of disloyalty which naturally | 


grew out of the letter, which defense is in the form | 
of a letter, that he has, upon his own application | 


to the Senate, made a part of its records. On the 
7th of September last the gentleman wrote a letter 


to Mr. Fitch, of Madison, Indiana, of which the | 


following is a copy: 
At my Farm, September 7, 1861. 
In reply to your favor of the 20th, just received, I have 


to say that I have been personally acquainted with Mr. Lin- | 


| coln for more than twenty years, he having been at that 


time a prominent merchant of your city, where I was then 
residing, and was just entering on my career of life. He 
did me the favor to employ me as his attorney, and I gen- 
erally attended to his legal business. 
you refer is no doubt genuine. 


The letter to which | 
J have no recollection of | 


writing it, bat if Mr. Lincoinsays I did, then I am entirely | 


satisfied of the fact, for I am quite sure | would have given, 
as a matter of course, just such a letter of introduction to 
any friend who had asked it. So much for the letter. 
You say the impression is sought to be created, on ac- 
count of this letter, that I am in complicity with the south- 
ern rebellion. 
contempt for Abolitionism, which is seeking by every means 
in its power to “crush out’? every man who dares to dis- 
sent from the policy it prescribes, that if it were merely to 
satisfy the corrupt partisans of that doctrine, I would not 
take the trouble of denying or attempting to counteract this 
impression. But for your sake, and the sake of such old 
tried friends as you, I think it due to myself to say, that I 
am, and always have been, for preserving the integrity of 
this Union. I was laboring zealously for its rvation 
when these men, who are now so clamorous for its main- 
tenance, were willing to “‘ letit slide’ rather than abate one 
iota of their unconstitutional doctrine of inequality; and no 
man regrets more than I the present condition of public af- 
fairs, or is more anxious to see peace, unity, and fraternity 
restored. I do not think the policy of that party is calcu- 


lated to produce such results; so far from it, the inevitable 
tendency of its measures, in my opinion, is to render the 


—ooooooee eee 


I have so little regard, indced such an utter | 





**T therefore consider that, in view of the Constitution 
and the laws, the Union is unbroken; and to the extent of 
my ability [ shall take care, as the Constitution itself ex- 
pressly enjoins upon me, that the laws of the Union be 
faithfully executed in all the States. Doing this I deem to 
be only a simple duty on my part; and I shall perform it, so 
far as practicable, unless my rightful masters, the Ainerican 
people, shall withhold the requisite means, or in some au- 
thoritative manner direct the contrary. 1 trust this will not 
be regarded as a menace, but only as the declared purpose 
of the Union that it will constitutionally defend and main- 
tain itself. 

** In doing this there needs to be no bloodshed or violence ; 
and there shall be none, unless it be forced upon the national 
authority. The power confided to me will be used to hold, 
occupy, and possess the property and places belonging to 
the Government, and to collect the duties and imposts ; but 
beyond what may be necessary for these objects, there will 
be no invasion, no using of force against or among the peo- 


|| ple anywhere.”’ 


After the rebels had, by their attack upon Fort 
Sumter, brought aetual war upon the country, the 
President issued his proclamation calling out the 
military forces of the Government to the amount 
of seventy-fiye thousand men, and in that procla- 
mation he expressly declared what service these 
forces were to be assigned to. He said: 


**T deem it proper to say that the first service assigned to 
the forces hereby called forth will probably be to repossess 
the forts, places, and property which have been seized from 
the Union; and in every event the utmost care will be ob- 
served, consistently with the objects aforesaid, to avoid 
any devastation, any destruction of or interference with 
property, or any disturbance of peaceful citizens, in any 


|| part of the country.” 


Such, Mr. President, is *‘ the coercive policy of 
the Government”’ to which the Senator in Sep- 
tember last declared that he was utterly opposed. 
He declared himself opposed to the protection and 
defense of the property of the United States, 
should the people of any State or Territory rise 
up in opposition to the Government and seize it. 
He sits here in the Senate and sees our forts, 
arsenals, navy-yards, vessels, munitions of war, 
money, and treasure of every kind seized by trai- 
tors in arms against the Government, and when 
the President and Congress make an effort to re- 
cover back that property, the Senator from Indi- 
ana declares that he is opposed to this entire policy 
of the Government. it this is not disloyalty, I 
submit that I am at a loss entirely to know where 
you will go to find it. 

Mr. President, whilst I regard the letter of the 
Ist of March last, recommending an inventor of 
improved fire-arms to the especial notice of the 
leader of this wicked war, as giving the clearest 
and most perfect evidence of disloyalty in him who 
wrote,jt, still I think that the letter of the 7th of 
September last is still more objectionable than the 
other. At this last date, the war indefense of the 
Government had assumed the most gigantic pro- 
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portions; five hundred thousand loyal men were 
then in the field in defense of our Government, to 
save it from being destroyed by the attacks of the 
most ruthless enemy that ever blackened or dis- 
graced the annals of civilized warfare. The whole 
nation was reeling to and fro, and staggering like 
a drunken man; commerce was destroyed; the 
ordinary business of the entire country had been 
cnednie and the good men and the loyal men 
and the true men all over the land thought of noth- 
ing, did nothing, cared for nothing but the suc- 
cess of our Army and the maintenance of this 
Government. It was at this time that a Senator 
of the United States, bound by the most solemn of 
earthly obligations to sustain the Government In 
which he held an office of high dignity and honor, 
boldly declares to the country that he is opposed 
totheentire policy of the Government—that policy 
which is for maintaining its very existence! 
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Mr. President, the Committee on the Judiciary | 


did not see fit in their report to give us any reason 
for the remarkable decision at which they arrived. 
I presume, however, that they had reasons satis- 
factory to themselves, at least, which led to the 
report which they have made. I may be wrong, 
but nevertheless my duty teaches me that whilst 
this war lasts no man should be permitted to enter 
into the secret councils of this nation who will 


either aid a-traitor to furnish an improved fire- | 


arm to the enemy, or who will openly declare 
himself to be opposed to the entire policy of the 
Government; and I here declare, and I wrsh it to 
be borne upon the wings of the wind from one 
end of this continent to the other, that, asl believe 
the evidence before me proygs conclusively that 
the Senator from Indiana sympathizes with our 


enemy in this war, I will never consent that he || 


shall take part in any of the secret deliberations 
of the Senate, nor that he shall act as one of the 
constitutional advisers of the President. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am not sur- 


prised at anything that occurs in times of high 


rofitable client to him. 
ations of intercourse between them, more than 
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|| coln became his client, and a very serviceable and | 
This brought about re- || 


twenty years ago, which continued at different pe- | 


riods of time down to the writing of that letter. | 
Mr. Lincoln stated—and of this my friend from | 


Indiana had no recollection—that he had got a let- 
ter from him on the same subject addressed to 
our own Secretary of War some months previous, 
which was never acted upon. He applied fora letter 
of introduction to Mr. Davis, knowing that while 
Mr. Davis was a member of this body and Secre- 
tary of War, my friend from Indiana had been 
on intimate terms with him as a personal friend. 
My friend being so applied to, gave a letter of 
introduction. 

Now, there are two points that the honorable 
Senator from Minnesota insists upon; one is that 
the letter is directed to Mr. Davis as president of 
the confederate States; the other is that it related 
to some improvement in the manufacture ofarms, 
which he emphasized very much. As to the ad- 
dress, it is very evident to any one that my friend 
from Indiana was not writing as a Senator of the 
United States; there was nothing official in his act; 


he had no power torecognize theconfederateStates; | 


he was not writing the letter as a Senator of the 
United States, but as a personal friend from former 
intercourse, and only recently having that inter- 


course severed; indeed, I believe that it was only | 
|| twenty or thirty days after Mr. Davis had left 


this Chamber: | believe he went away about the | 


beginming of February; but I do not recollect the 
exact time. The letter was addressed 


to Mr. | 


Davis by the title which he claimed. If he meant | 


| to give a letter of introduction to Mr. Davis, after 


| ary action of the confederate States electing him 
| president, it would be, of course, simply an insult 


| if he did not address him in that mode. 


excitement; nor am I surprised at distortions of || 


the human intellect by which the most ordinary | 


actions or the simplest forms of expression are per- 
verted from their purpose, and have attached to 
them a meaning (from emphasis and an imperfect 
statement of facts) which otherwise no rational 
man would attach to them. 


I had hoped, how- | 


ever, that when the resolution of the Senator from | 
Minnesota was submitted to a committee of this | 


body; when the whole matter was investigated 
and weighed by them and the party accused heard, 
and they reported that the resolution ought not to 
pass, the honorable Senator would be content to 
submit to the determination of the committee, and 
without coming here with a written set speech for 
the purpose of aggression upon my friend from 
Indiana, would let the vote of the Senate be taken, 
if he desired it, without the necessity of any con- 
troversy on the subject. I do not purpose at all 
to undertake to answer that speech beyond a very 
limited extent. 

‘The proposition is to expel a member of this 
body, founded upon a letter which he wrote, or 
is supposed to have written—because there is no 


absolute proof of the fact—on the Ist day of | 


March, 1861. I concede that he wrote it. He 
says himself that it made so little impression on 
his mind that he cannot answer whether he did 
write-it or not, but he thinks it not at all improba- 
ble. Iam satisfied that he did write that letter. As 
it was published in the papers—and the only won- 
der is that the honorable Senator from Minnesota 
did not so quote it in his spcech—the words “ pri- 
vate and confidential’? were at the head, which 
might, of course, have been very much harped 
upon if they were really there. But the letter it- 
self I will assume to have been written as it was 
read. The charge is disloyalty, and the letter is 
adduced as proof of it. 

You must take the condition of the country at 
the time the letter was written, in order to arrive 
atany fair interpretation of its meaning. It is very 
easy to take a letter and, by emphasizing partic- 
ular parts and giving them a meaning according 
to your own suspicions which would not natu- 
rally flow from the language, to make an appar- 
ently important matter out of that which really 
amounts to nothing. The facts of the ease were 
fully before the committee, who had an interview 
with my friend from Indiana. It appeared to the 


committee that early in my friend’s life, when he 
had just become a member of the bar, Mr. Lin- 
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He could 
not give it in any other mode; he could not expect 
that it would be received in any other mode. It 
is not a recognition; itisonly addressing the party 


| by a title which he chooses to claim. No war had 


then occurred, and under the circumstances it was 


proper to give him the title he Iftd assumed, in | 


addressing a letter to him. 
loyalty in that? Is there any treason in that? It 
seems to me that ifa letter was written at all to Mr. 


Davis, as he then occupied and claimed that po- | 


sition, it must have been addressed to him in that 
mode, or it would not have been entitled to the 


| slightest weightor respect. If it was to have any 
influence in favor of the person in whose behalf || 


Is there any want of | 


it was written, if it was to secure him any hear- | 


ing, even if it had not stated his purpose, of course 
it must be addressed in that way in common cour- 


| tesy, without having any effect upon the right of 


Mr. Davis to assume that title, or meaning to rec- 
ognize his right to it in any way whatever, but 
admitting only that he claimed it. That is the 
view I take of it, and I think it is the view that 
will be taken by any unprejudiced person. 

The other objection is as to the subject-matter 
of the letter. 1 take it for granted that in letters 
of introduction of this kind, the object which the 
party states to the writer is always mentioned in 
the letter. 
the committee, that it made so little impression 
on him that he had no recollection of ever having 
written the letter. The man stated to him what 
he wanted. My friend had given him a former 


| letter to the Secretary of War here, and gave him 
| a letter again as a personal friend to Mr. Davis, 


and of course he stated in it what this man told 
him was the subject on which he wished to see 
him. Is ita fair inference that he contemplated 


enabling Mr. Davis to secure some invention in | 


reference to fire-arms which would be beneficial to 
him in a war withthe United States? 
a most forced construction, if you take the time 
when the letter was written? and time is every- 


thing. At that time it was perfectly true that revo- | 


lutionary action had taken place, as I call it; as 
they call it, a right of secession; as they and hun- 
dreds of others believed, a right that existed under 
the Federal Constitution, peaceably to withdraw 
from the Federal Union. This was a common 
opinion among many men, resisted by others; and 
others again drew this distinction, that though the 
act was revolutionary in itself, and not provided 
for in the Federal Constitution, yet the Constitu- 


tion did not contemplate or authorize the use by 
the Government of the United States of any co- 


| erty. 
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ercive measures for forcing a State back into the 
Union after she had withdrawn from it by the 
action of her people. 

When this letter was written no hostilities had 
taken place; no war was imminent. I thinle the 
mass of men on all sides, with exceptions, of 
course, believed that in some mode, though they 
might not see tlre exact mode, the attachment to 
the Union of the bulk of the people of the south- 
ern States, and their desire to preserve it in its 
integrity, would break down any attempt of the 
kind that was then being inaugurated. That was 


| the general impression. The people generally did 


not believe that coercion would be attempted, or 
that war would grow out of the struggle which 
was then commencing on the part of the confed- 
erate States. Others may have entertained a dif- 
ferent opinion; others may have supposed that it 
probably would end in war; but certainly there 

ras no shadow of war at the time. The common 
postal communications throughout the Union still 
existed; commercial intercourse still existed ; citi- 
zens went and came just as they had done before; 
no hostilities had taken place; ail the laws of the 
United States remained apparently in full force, 
however much there may have been disturbances 
in regard to certain portions of the public prop- 
The intercourse between the sections re- 
mained unrestricted and undisturbed till subse- 
quent to the time at which the letter was written, 
Was it not natural under these circumstances that 
the people of the United States generally should 
not believe that the action of the confederate States 


| would end in war; and if it was not going to end 


| istration. 


in war, of course it must necessarily die out, and 


| would turn out to be an attempt at a political rev- 
Mr. Davis assumed to act under the revolution- || 


olution which would ultimately fail, as many other 
things of the same kind had failed. 

This is not my opinion alone; but I think it is 
an opinion that was entertained by those from 
whom I differ as regurds the questions of policy 
connected with the course of the present Admin- 
I beg leave in this connection, in order 
to disabuse the mind of the Senate of the idea that 
these was any possibility of its then being sup- 
posed generally that there would be any collision 
of arms, and that civil war would be the result of 
the state of things which existed on the Ist of 
March, 1861, to read an extract from the instrue- 
tions given by the present Secretary of State to 
Mr. Adams, our mmister to England, as late as 
the 10th of April, 1861, forty-one days after this 
letter was written. Even at that day the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of State did not anticipate that 
there would be any collision of arms or any war. 
I will read enough of the dispatch to give the 
whole scope of that partof it. At page 74, of the 


\| first volume of the President’s message and ac- 


I know from my friend’s statement to || 


Is not that 


companying documents for the present session, 
will be found this paragraph in the instructions 
from Mr. Seward to Mr. Adams, under date of 
April 10, 1861: 


‘The President neither looks for nor apprehends any ac- 
tual dismemberment of the American Union, especially by 
aline of latitude.’ * * * : * ‘The movement, 
therefore, in the opinion of the President, tends directly to 
anarchy in the seceding States, as similar movéments in 
similar circumstances have already resulted in Spanish 
America, and especially in Mexico. He believes, never- 
theless, that the citizens of those States, as well as the cit- 


| izens of the other States, are tco intelligent, considerate, 
| and wise to follow the leaders to that disastrous end. 


l’or 
these reasons he would not be disposed to reject a cardinal 
dogma of theirs, namely, that the Federal Government could 
not reduce the seceding States to obedience by conquest, 
even although be were disposed to question that proposi- 
tion. But, in fact, the President willingly accepts it as true. 
Only an imperial or despotic Government could subjugate 


| thoroughly disaffected and insurrectionary members of the 


State. This Federal republican system of ours is, of all 
forms of Government, the very one which is most unfitted 
for such a labor. Happily, however, this is only an imagin- 
ary defect. The system has within itself adequate, peace- 
ful, conservative, and recuperative forces. Firmness on the 
part of the Government in maintaining and preserving the 
public institutions and property, and in executing the laws 
where authority can be exercised without waging war, 
combined with such measures of justice, moderation, and 
forbearance as will disarm reasoning opposition, will be 
sufficient to secure the public safety until returning reflec- 
tion, concurriag with the fearful experience of social evils, 


| the inevitable fruits of faction, shall bring the recusant mem- 


| bers cheerfully back into the family, which, after all, must 


prove their best and happiest, as it undeniably is their most 
natural home. ‘The Constitution of the United States pro- 


| vides for that return by authorizing Congress, on applica- 
tion to be made by a certain majority of the States, to as- 
semble a hational convention, in which the organic law 
can, if it be needful, be revised so 15 to remove all real ob- 
stacles to a reunion, so suitable to the habits of the people, 
and so eminently conducive to the common safety and wel- 
fare.” 








‘ , 

Can any one doubt that at that time, forty-one 
days after my friend’s letter was written, the Pres- 
ident of the United States and the Secretary of 
State believed that the then existing difficulties 
which overshadowed the Union would disappear 
under the intelligence of the people, and that by | 
means of a national convention and reasonable 
conciliation we should be able to restore the re- 
cusant States to the Union, and that war would 
not take place, and, what is more, that our form 
of Government was unfitted for the purpose of 
waging war for the subjugation of the seceded 
States if they became thoroughly disaffected to 
the Union? That is the ideaembodied in the pas- 
sage I have read. If the President of the United 
States and the Secretary of State, forty days after | 
the Istof March, entertained that view of the con- | 
test, when it was much more lowering than it was 
on the Ist of March antecedent, (for events pro- 
gressed very rapidly,) how can my friend from 
Indiana be supposed to be disloyal to his Govern- 
ment because he then addressed a letter to the pres- 
ident of the confederate States; and how can itbe 
imagined that he then anticipated the civil war 
which now existsthroughout this country? Isub- 
mit it to the judgment of the Senate; 1 submit it 
to their recollection, because, after all, the whole 
thing rests ona differc nee of recollection as to the 
statetof sentiment that existed at the time when 
this letter was written and that which existed 
subsequently to the 15th day of April. 

I do not say that no man anticipated that war 
would come; | do not say that there were not 
many men who suppost d that war ought to have 
commenced sooner on the part of the Federal 
Government, and that it ought to have com- 
menced and had the authority to commence ac- 
tion immediately on any disobedience of a State, 
by means of the military power as a primary 
power. Ido not agree with them as to that. I 
do not believe now that war can ever restore this 
Union. Ifit be disloyal to say so, the honorable 
Senator from Minnesota may extend his motion 
for expulsion to me. Thatis my frank opinion. 
Though I believe that, 1 know my dities as a | 
Senator of the United States. I also know my 
rights. Ido not mean at any time to interpose 
factions opposition to the course of a majority of | 
this Chamber; but L always mean, while I retain 
a seat on this floor, to claim the right to canvass 
the policy of an existing Administration and the 
condition of the country, and to express frecly 
and unhesitatingly what | believe the interests of 
the country require. 

lam perfectly aware that there are men who 
think that even opposition to the Republican party 
is disloyalty to the Union. There are men who 
think that though your reason and your judgment 
tell you that war can never effect the restoration | 
ofthe Union, you are bound to advocateit. Others 
may, if they choose, let their minds and action be 
fettered in that mode. I, for one, no matter what 
the consequences, never mean to submit to it. I 
say this in no spirit of defiance. I think the Sen- 
ate will bear me witness that I seldom interfere 
with their practical measures; but where I think 
any measure Is Wrong as regards its infraction of 
constitutional law, wherever I think any measure 
is calculated to be seriously injurious to the coun- 
try, I should be false to my duty if [ did not en- 
deavor to express generally my opposition to that 
measure, or to the course of policy connected 
with it. 

These are my views. I believe that the great 
value of the American Union, and of any other 
form of Government, is the preservation of lib- 
erty—by which | mean a Government of laws, 
securing the right of free speech, securing the 
freedom of thought, and securing free and ample 
discussion of any question. And yet, sir, where 
I found a majority of this Chamber opposed to my 
views, | would not pretend to raise mere cavils, 
to annoy the Senate with trivial objections, on 
every question which arose, and appeal to the pub- 
lic outside in condemnation of the body. Such is 
not my view of public duty; but whenever prin- 
ciples properly come up for consideration, I hold 
it to be right and proper that I should express the 
opinions | entertain if I think the necessity of the 
case requires that thatexpression should be made. 

The Senate will pardon me for this digression. 
It arose out of an allusion to the effect of a differ- | 
ence of opinion in the body as to the course of | 
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most benefited by. 1 may be wrong; they may 
be right; but it does not follow that numbers 


| make right. They may be in error; | may be 


right;;and my confidence is in the mass of the 
American people, that, if my opinions be sound, 
they will come to those opinions, and at no dis- 
tant day. 

Well, sir, turning now again to this letter, these 
are the two points: first, that it is addressed to 
the president of the confederate States; and next, 
that it relates to some machinery connected with 
fire-arms. I have endeavored to show what is 
the natural inference from the langauge of a letter 


| written under such circumstances as existed when 
| this was written. 


I have endeavored to show 
that, even subsequent to that period of time, the 
idea of a collision of arms, of civil war—l do not 
mean of the magnitude in which it now exists, 
but of civil war at all, of American citizens shed- 
ding each other’s blood—did not enter into the 





general mind of the community. My friend from | 


Indiana stood in that position. I do not know 
that he had ever reasoned out the solution of the 
problem at that time; I do not know that any 
of us had. Civil war came upon us all by sur- 
prise. The progress of events was very rapid. 
Men might not see in March last their way clear 
as to the mode in which a settlement was to be 
effected, and yet they might have an abiding con- 
fidence that the matter would be settled. For my 
own part, | never doubted that conciliation was 
a far more potent weapon for the purpose of rec- 
onciling differences, diifused through large masses 
of men, than any attempt at coercive force. I 
think so still. 

Then, sir, where is the disloyalty? 


The hon- 


t orable Senator from Minnesota turns to a subse- 


quent letter and also to a few remarks made in the | 


Senate some weeks ago by my friend from Indiana 
in relation to this investigation, and he empha- 
sizes and relies upon his declaration that he would 
do the same thing over again under the same cir- 
cumstances, as evidence of disloyalty. Why, Mr. 
President, what is the fair meaning of all that he 
said then, but this: ** Llook upon that letter as one 
which, under the same circumstances, | might 
innocently write; it means nothing disloyal; it 
means nothing improper; I thought so then if I did 
write it,and I think sonow?”’ Isnotthatthe fair 
interpretation of his language? Then as to the 
other letter, what is it? It contains the strong 
avowal of his earvest devotion to the integrity of 
the Union. It is true he makes remarks in it that 


| may not be agreeable to the Republican party, 


though he does not name them, I believe, as a 
varty, but he uses the term ‘ abolitionism.’’ 


Vell, sir, I hope it has not yet come to this, that 


| because a man is opposed to the Republican party 


he is therefore disloyal; that because a man chooses 
to characterize abolition as an evil to this country, 
and as one of the causes and the prime causes 
which have led to the present disastrous condition 
of affairs, he is therefore to be accounted disloyal ! 


| If it be so—if that is the ground the Senate mean 
| to put it on—they will have several others to re- 


move from this floor, as well as the honorable 


| Senator from Indiana. 

But, sir, with the exception of the remarks that | 
were made here by my friend from Indiana, and |) 
the purport and object of his letter of September | 


| the 7th of September, from ‘‘ my farm.”’ 


alty. 


7, | know nothing that the honorable Senator has 
brought forward to sustain his charge of disloy- 

- He has brought forward two letters, the 
one dated the Ist of March, and the other dated 


The 


| latter shows certainly that Mr. Brigut was de- 


| 


cidedly opposed to the Republican party. Itshows 
that he had a horror of abolitionism. 


are to measure loyalty by the past services and the 
past conduct of Senators, my friend from Indiana 
can compare, as regards his devotion to the Union, 
with any member of this body. 

But the honorable Senator from Minnesota not 
only tells us what the Senator from Indiana does 
say, but what he does not say; and because he 
does not choose, in replying to a letter of a friend 
in regard to the letter of March the Ist which he 
was alleged to have written for Mr. Lincoln, to 
answer it exactly in the mode that the honorable 
Senator from Minnesota would have answered it, 
an argument 1s made. Men must be careful now- 
avdays. They must “speak by the card,’’ and 


write by the card, too, because suspicion is so rife 


| that it seems it goes to this: that, in the judgment 


|| of the Senator from Minnesota, if a man does not 


answer a letterin commenting on another, and ase 


_ exactly that style of expression which meets his 


approval, it is nota ground fora mere difference of 
opinion, not merely of distaste, not mercly that 
he thinks a different answer ought to have been 


| written, butit is a ground for the highest exercise 


of power known to the Senate—expelling a mem- 
ber from this body because his modes of expres- 


| sion are not acceptable to the Senator from Min- 
| nesota! 


Mr. President, I forbear. I do not desire, in 
this or any other case, to excite feeling. I am 


| never in the habit of carrying my own political 


Opinions into the personal relations of individu- 
als. There is not a member of this body, on this 
floor, to whom I have a solitary feeling of per- 
sonal hostility, or personal disregard, though I 
differ vastly from thg large majority. Though I 
may have very different opinions of men on my 
own side as wellason the other side of the Cham- 
ber, I endeavor to estimate men according to my 
notions of their whole course and career; and | 
am always fearful of saying, in this body, any- 


| thing which would be calculated to excite human 


| resolution. 


passion, or that could be regarded as aggressive 
on any individual. I think that bad taste, and I 
think it indefensible in every point of view. Nor 
even as regards party, though I should oppose 
party if it was wrong, and should use any argu- 
ment that seemed to me fair or proper for the pur- 
pose of showing its wrong and its error, do I 
think that violent language is any proof of the 
strength of a cause. I never have thought so. An 
argument may be stated; an objection may be 
made in language as little personally offensive as 
possible to those to whom you are opposed. 

1 hope the Senate will proceed to vote on this 
Bad as.I think the state of the times, 


|| excited as is the feeling throughout the whole 


country, North and South, I cannot believe that 


it is within the range of human possibility that 


the proposition submitted by the Senator froth 
Minnesota, for the expulsion of my friend from 
Indiana, can command the vote of a majority of 


| the Senate. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this matter is 


|| before us on the report of the Judiciary Commit- 
| tee, and was considered originally of sufficient im- 
| portance to be brought to the attention of the Sen- 


It shows | 


that he thought it was a curse to the country. | 
Well, sir, is that a ground of expulsion? It may | 
be a reason why persons in the same State with || 


him would not vote to make him aSenator of the 


United States or a Representative in Congress. It | 
may be a ground for political opposition. It may | 


»roduce, if you please, unfriendly feelings; but can 
it be possible that this body would sanction such a 
doctrine as that that was the semblance ofa ground 


for expelling a Senator from his seat in this body? | 


The doctrine must go to that, because there is 
nothing else objectionable in the letter from ‘* my 


\| farm.’’ He avows in the icongee manner his 


attachment to the integrity of the Union, and says 


| what we all know, that he has always been a 


policy that the future of our country would be || Union man; and here allow me to say that if you 


ate. The original charge is founded upon a letter 
which accompanied the resolution when it was 
introduced into the Senate, and which was referred 
to the committee for explanation or proof. It 
now comes back to the Senate with no additional 
statement of fact, but under such circumstances 
that, as I understand the charge, which is the 


| charge of writing the letter, is conceded; it comes 


back without additional proof, and it comes to the 

Senate without explanation. There has been no 

explanation before the committee, that I know, | 
and there has certainly up to this hour been no 

explanation from the sitting member; no attempt 

to explain the letter; noattempt, ifit bea charge, to 

purge himself from ®; and so, of course, we are to 

take the naked charge contained in the letter, and 

to learn its import and our duty from it. 

Now, Mr. President, it is obvious that there are 
two classes of opinions in the Senate. One class 
regards the whole of this charge as a most serious 
charge against the sitting member, and as convey- 
ing a conclusive idea of disloyalty to the country, 
which would disqualify a Senator to sit upon this 
floor and discharge his duties. On the other hand, 
the honorable Senator from Delaware, who has 


just taken his seat, thinks it trivial, ordinary; be- 


lieves that it should not challenge even the atten- 
tion of the Senate at all; and if I understand his 
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argument aright, he finds in the circumstances of 
the times and the considerations under which the 
letter was written sufficient to justify that argu- 
ment. He says, that at that time civil war in this 
country was not expected; and that when that 
letter was written, we cannot presume that the 
honorable Senator from Indiana, the author of the 
letter, anticipated any such result. The honora- 
ble Senator from Delaware has always depreeated 
war; those on that side of the Chamber, sympa- 
thizing in his views, had always deprecated war; 
I mean war of the United States against the con- 














federate States; and therefore he thinks he is au- | 


thorized to infer that the honorable Senator frof 
Indiana had no reason to suppose that war by the 
United States would be made on the confederate 
States, and hence the letter was harmless! : 

Now, Mr. President, glancing at the state of 
facts which existed, let us see whether there is 
any force in that argument. The letter is dated 
lst March, 1861. What was the state of the coun- 
try then? Were we not ina state of civil war? 
Does the honorable Senator from Delaware deny 
that upon any fair exposition of the principles of 

ublic law we were ina state of civil war? If I 
recollect the diary of events at all correctly an in- 


dependent government by force of arms had been | 
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ernment. ‘ His excellency Jefferson Da 


| how does the Senator stand? 


Ss 





vis, pres- 
ident of the confederation of States’’—not “ as- 
sumed president,’’ not ‘‘ the usurper’’ which the 
law held him to be, but as the legitimate sovercign 
and head of a legitimate government established. 
I think that is the fair interpretation of that lan- 
guage. He does not address him as his friend 
whom he knew in other circumstances here; he 


| does not address him as his erring friend who had 


gone away to do what he could not approve; but 
he addresses him in the style he had assumed, a 


| style utterly inconsistent with the duties which 


the honorable Senator was called upon to perform 
here. 

In what attitude does that recognition place the 
honorable Senator? I mean officially; I speak 
nothing here personally, and I feel nothing here 
personally; but having recognized Mr. Davis as 
president—and | think the clear import of the let- 
ter throughout is that he is so acknowledged— 
He is estopped to 
deny it; he would be there; he ought to be here; 
and he would be anywhere among honorable men. 
Having addressed him officially, under circum- 


| stances, and in the employment of language which 


inaugurated in the southern portion of this Repub- | 


lic. On the 2Ist of February the president of 
the so-called southern confederacy nominated as 
members of his cabinet: for secretary of state, 
Mr. Toombs; for secretary of the treasury, Mr. 
Memminger; for secretary of war, Mr. L. Pope 
Walker. 
dent of the confederacy on the 18th of February, 
on the 22d of February the collector of Charleston 
gave official notice that ‘all vessels from foreign 
States, except Texas, will be treated as foreign 
vessels.’? On the 23d of February United States 
property to a great amount, together with the va- 


| shows that he, at least, made no war upon his 


pretensions, I submit that the honorable Senator 
is estopped to deny it; and he is therefore put in 


| this embarrassing predicament, that while bound 


Mr. Davis having been elected presi- | 


rious Army posts in Texas, were betrayed to that | 


State by General Twiggs. 
ruary, going a little back, eight thousand Sharp’s 


On the 13th of Feb- | 


rifle-cartridges and ten thousand Sharp’s rifle- || 
primers were seized by the police in New York | 


on the Charleston steamer. 

On the Ist day 

uestion was written by the honorable Senator, 
this country was involved in a state of civil war; 
Mr. Davis, on the 2lst of January, left his seat 
in this Senate to inaugurate civil war, with the 
open and avowed purpose of dissevering his con- 


nection with this Government, and inaugurating 
a state of facts in the southern confederacy which 


of March, when the letter in 


} and reliable in every respect. 


should dismember this Union. And on the Istof || 


March he was known to the world, and must of 
course have been known to the honorable Senator 
from Indiana, to be engaged in the purpose of 
overthrowing the authority of this Government 
in one half its jurisdiction. Then, sir, according 
to the Jaw of nations, he wasa traitor to his Gov- 
ernment, and upon any fair exposition of law, 
might have been convicted of treason, and have 
been executed for treason. 

What was the condition of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana? He was a member of this 
Government, sworn to maintain this Government 
against all attempts to overthrow it, either by for- 
eign or domestic enemies. That was his duty. 
To aid, to countenance Jefferson Davis in his pur- 
pot to overthrow this Government, was what? 

reason, of course. Any citizen of the United 
States who should lend to him encouragement in 
carrying on that war which he had begun would 


be guilty of treason, as a matter of course; and | 


when you superadd to that the fact of official char- 
acter, the responsibility and the liability is doubled 
in proportion to the duties of the office. 

That being the state of the parties, Mr. Davis 
being the enemy of this Government and the hon- 
orable Senator having taken an oath to sustain 
this Government, what is the character of this 
letter? In the light of. this principle, let us look 
at this letter and see what it proves. 
place, what is the letter, fairly analyzed? You 
will pareve, first, that it is addressed to “ his 
excellency, Jefferson Davis, president of the con- 
federation of States,’’ and that, of course, is an 
official recognition of hischaracter. He recognizes 
him in the effort he is making to maintain an in- 
dependent government within the jurisdiction and 
limits of the United States as legitimate, addresses 


him as if he acknowledged the success of his | 


by his oath of fidelity to this Government he has 
compromised the rights of his own Government 
and his independent action here as a Senator. 

Then, Mr. President, this letter is open to criti- 
cism in other respects. The terms of the letter 
not only recognize Mr. Davis officially, but rec- 
ognize him in a friendly relation. Itis ‘* my dear 
sir;’’? and that sentiment runs throughout the let- 
ter. You will find this letter not only to contain 
official language, applicable to him only in his 
official character, but you will find throughout it 
contains the sentiment and the language of friend- 
ship: 

“My Dear Sir: Allow me to introduce to your acquaint 
ance my friend, Thomas B. Lincoln, of Texas. He visits 
your capital mainly to dispose of what he regards a great 
improvement in fire-arms. I recommend him to your favor 


able consideration as a gentleman of the first respectability | 


Very truly, yours. 


And more, Mr. President; it is not only the lan- | 


guage of friendship, but it is the language of a 
courtier—* he visits your capital.’’ Not only 
does he recognize this usurper as a legitimate sov- 


ereign and head of a legitimate government, but he | 


addresses him in the language of friendship and 
in court phrase—‘* your capital’’—and he com- 
mends his friend to his favor. He puts himself in 


| the attitude of asking favors, begging favors, soli- 


citing favors. When an honorable Senator, sworn 


| to support this Government, so far forgets the | 
uigh duties that devolve upon him as not only to | 
high duties that devol pon | tonly t 
put himself in direct communéation with the en- 


In the first || 


4 | who was in arms 
efforts and of his attempts to establish such a gov- || 





emy, with those who are carrying on waragainst 
this Government with the purpose to overthrow 


it, but asks of that enemy favors, personal favors | 


for a personal friend, | submit whether it is pos- 
sible that he has not disqualified himself for the 


discharge of the duties he owes to this Govern- 


ment, 

But, Mr. President, I do not care to put my op- 
position to the honorable Senator’s seat here upon 
this ground. The letter is a great deal more than 
all I have said. Upon any fair interpretation of 

ublic law, the letter is absolutely treasonable. 
Vhat is treason? Mr. Davis was a traitor when 
this letter was written; he was waging open war 


|| on this Government; he had captured your forts; 


he had raised armies for the purpose of subvert- 
ing your Government. That was treason; and it 
was treason in any man, whether Senator or citi- 
zen, to aid him; and it would be aiding him in his 
purpose if any person should encourage any other 
person to joinhim. Thatwas just what he wanted. 
His great necessity, having waged war, was to 
enlist troops. “Arms and munitions of war, and 
men, were his great necessity. To encourage any 
man, no matter whem, to join him under any cir- 
cumstances, was treason. 

Now look at this letter. It is a letterof intro- 
duction to Mr. Davis in favor of the Senator’s 
friend, Mr. Lincoln; and what was Mr. Lincoln 
todo? He was about to leave this capital of the 
United States to repair to the capital of Mr. Davis, 
H 


gage with him. 





ainst his Government, to en- || 
is mission, therefore, was a || Senator from Indiana, and on the sworn copy of 
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mission of treason. The moment he conceived 
the idea of going, he himself was a traitor. The 
first step he made in advance was an overt act of 
treason, 

The honorable Senator knew that. The hon- 
orable Senator knew that Mr. Davis was a traitor, 
engaged in levying war. He knew that it was 
the purpose of this man Lincoln to join him, and 
to aid him in his nefarious work of overthrowing 
this Government. He knew that, and he encour- 
aged him to go, and to join Mr. Davis, giving him 
an introduction, a passport, to Mr. Davis, and by 
using his great personal influence with his old 
friend, to give him employment. I repeat, the 
mission of Lincoln was a mission of treason. The 
honorable Senator knew it. He was bound there 
for the purpose of giving Davis aid and comfort, 
and to enlist in his service; nay, more, sir; not 
only to enlist in his service, but to furnish him 
above all things what he needed: arms. He com- 
mends him, if you will recur to the language, as 
aman who desires to ** dispose of what he regards 
a great improvement in fire-arms.”’ 

Then, Mr. President, in addition to that the 
honorable Senator entered into the purposes of 
Lincoln. He said: **I recommend him to your 
favorable consideration as a gentleman of the first 
respectability, and reliable in every respect.’’ 
Reliable for what? Reliable for the mission upon 
which he went. Reliable to serve your purpose. 
You can rely upon him in your great purpose of 
war upon the Government of this country; in all 
respects you can rely upon him. Did not the hon- 
orable Senator know what the purpose and the 
plan of Mr. Davis was? Did he not know that 
Mr. Davis had left this Senate*to inaugurate a 
government within the jurisdiction and limits of 
the Government of the United States? Did not the 
world know by that time that an,army had been 
already organized to march upon this capital? 
Had it not before that time been proclaimed that 
that was the object and purpose? And, sir, is it 
not matter of public notoriety that at the very hour 
when this letter was written this Government here 
was trembling and tottering to its foundations, 
and no man here felt secure. Under these circum- 
stances, and knowing the purposes of Mr. Davis, 
the honorable Senator sends to him aid and com 
fort in the shape of his friend bearing arms, or 
what is equivalent to that, bearing what he denom- 
inates ‘*a great improvement in fire-arms.’’ 

The honorable Senator from Delaware says 
that this is all indifferent language; that it is a 
strained construction that puts any purpose on it; 
that it was only an ordinary courtesy in favor of 
Mr. Lincoln; that you cannot presume that the 
honorable Senator from Indiana either had any 





| apprehension of civil war, or that he intended to 


encourage it. I should like to ask the honorable 
Senator what mean these significant words at the 
conclusion: ** private and confidential.’’ 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will answer that right here. 
Itis important that the Senator should understand 
itas he goesalong. The words * private and con- 
fidential ’’ are not in the letter. Every member of 
the committee will state that what I say is true? 
Am I not correct, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Those words are not upon 
the letter as it was in proof before the committ 
lt was not marked “ private and confidentia!.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL. This is not the copy, then ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to say a word right 
here, if the honorable Senator will allow me. 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I had not intended to take any 
part in this debate, but | think it very probable that 
I shall before it is concluded. The papers that first 
did me the favor to publish this letter, sentit forth 
all over the country as marked ‘* private and con 
fidential.’’? That was perhaps the most unfortu- 
nate feature in the letter as published, so far as | am 
concerned; at least, it would be calculated, more 
than any other one sentence that could be attached 
to the letter, to prejudice me in public estimation; 
but when the committee came to get the original, 
I understand that the gentleman who had it wrote 
to the committee that the words “ private and con- 
fidential ’’ were not on the letter. That 1s correct, 
1 believe, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state that we have 
here a sworn copy of the letter from the gentle- 
man in whose custody the original is, who swears 
that he is acquainted with the handwriting of the 
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4 ed ey ee tr pe 
that letter furnished to the committee the words 


** private and confidential’’ do not appear. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have stated repeatedly that 
I had no recollection of having written such a let- 
ter, so little impression did it make on my mind; 
but I said as soon as | saw the letter in print that 
I doubted its genuineness from the fact that it had 
the words ‘ private and confidential’’ on it, for I 
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certainly would not mark “ private and confiden- | 
tial’? on a letter given to an intimate friend, in- | 
tended merely as a letter of introduction; but it | 


has gone to the world that I wrote a letter of that 
kind marked ** private and confidential,’’ and all 
the prejudices that would result from such a dec- 
laration have attached to me. I hope, however, 
that the gentleman will argue the case with refer- 
ence to its being a mere letter of introduction, and | 
not marked ‘* private and confidential.’’ I do not 
write ** private and confidential’’ letters; 1 write | 
nothing that Lam not willing the world should | 
know; and I said to the committee, and I have said 
every where, that everything I have written in con- 
nection with this matter I throw the injunction of | 
secresy off; let it be published to the world. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course, Mr. President, I 
shail not argue upon what may not fairly be con- 
sidered in the case. After the explanation, per- 
haps I ought not to argue that the letter was pri- 
vate and confidential, although 1 do not think that 
the statement made by the honorable chairman of 


the committee necessarily excludes thatidea, The || 


copy of the letter as exhibited has not those words 
upon it, and I would not stand here to draw an 
inference unfavorable to the honorable Senator 
from Indiana, (who by the way hasno recollection | 
upon the subject,) from the fact that the letter was 
published, did get to the world as * private and 
confidential.’’ IL will therefore not draw the in- 
ference I was about to draw from that fact; but I 
do not agree with the honorable Senator that the 
letter in other respects is a mere letter of introduc- 
tion. It has language and terms which do not 
make it a mere letter of introduction. | 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ihave no idea that the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine wishes to do me any 
injustice— 

Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
meamoment, I will call his attention to a fact to 


I do not. 


which the committee called my attention, and || 


And if the Senator will allow || 


which will perhaps bear upon the very point that | 
he is arguing. ‘This gentleman, Mr. Lincoln, was | 


found in the possession of another letter of intro- 


duction that he alleges I gave him; and I have no 
doubt I did. 


The honorable Senator from Min- | 


nesota who has addressed the Senate has a copy | 


of that letter. That letter is dated 1 think some 
six or seven months anterior to the letter on which 
the honorable Senator from Maine is comment- 
ing, and is addressed to a gentleman who was for- | 
merly in charge of the Capitol extension, Captain | 
Franklin, another friend of mine. It appears that 
Mr. Lincoln applied to me some six months be- 
fore the letter in question was written for a letter 
of introduction to Captain Franklin, having some- | 
thing that he wanted to dispose of, or that he 

wanted Captain Franklin to take an interest in. | 
Itseems that I gave hinra letter to that gentleman, | 
and it appears that the phraseology of it is very | 
much like the phraseology of the letter that the 

Senator has in his hand. I should be very glad 

to have itread. It is with the papers that the com- | 
mittee had possession of, and | hope the Secre- | 
tary will read it. I had norecollection of it, [ will 
state, until l was called before the committee, and 


it was there produced. If the Senator has the pa- | 
pers that were before the committee, I hope he | 


will read that letter to Captain Franklin. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
Senator that there is no such letter as he refers to 
in the papers as I find them. 


Mr. BRIGHT. 


tain Franklin. 

Mr. WILKINSON. lama little surprised at 
the remark of the Senator from Indiana. I have 
never before heard of such a letter and have never | 
seen it, 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then I will ask the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee where the letter is, or | 
ask him to bear testimony as to the truth of my | 
Statement. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from In- | 
diana desires it, I will make a statement that will | 


I will say to the honorable | 


I will ask the Senator from | 
Minnesota to produce the letter 1 wrote to Cap- | 








| bring this case before the Senate as it “p 
the committee; but it is interfering with 

ator from Maine, and without his consent I do not 
| wish to interpolate any facts. 


condition of things before the argument pro- 
gresses. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
jection. I have no set speech to make. I am 
willing to close my remarks here, and allow the 
honorable Senator to dispose of the matter 

Mr. TRUMBULL, 
ject I had in saying anything was to have the 
fucts before the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to have the thing fairly 
before the Senate and the country. I am more 
interested in it than anybody else, and I hope the 
Senator from Maine and the Senate will indulge 
me in a very few words. I want the matter to go 
on in its regular train. I want nothing but the 
facts, and I am quite sure that the gentleman who 





thing but the facts. I understand him to object 
to the concluding portion of the letter I gave to 
Mr. Lincoln, as showing an interest and a friendly 
feeling which is illustrative of something he is not 
exactly willing to disclose. The letter [ referred 
to as having been sent to Captain Franklin, I be- 
lieve concludes about as the letter the honorable 


giving of letters of introduction isratheran onerous 
business, or has been to me, and I presume other 
| Senators can bear witness to the truth of my state- 
| ment. A man whois youracquaintance and friend 
asks you fora letter of introduction. You do not 





| feel at liberty to decline; you would rather give it || 
I have no doubt that Mr. | 


to him than deny him. 
Lincoln asked me for both the letters which are 
on file, and I have no doubt that I gave them to 
him. 
| recollection of having given either. 
Senator to argue the question witha full knowledge 
of the truth of that statement. The previous letter 
which I had given to Mr. Lincoln, addressed to 
Captain Franklin, concluded in the languagesof 
the letter which I gave him addressed to Mr. Da- 
vis. Itis rather a stereotyped way of closing a 
letter of introduction that you wish to make short, 


gentleman and a friend. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I do not know 
that I have any occasion to take issue with the 
honorable Senator; but simply repeating the po- 
sitions with which I began, I think I shall close 
all I have to say on the subject, leaving the con- 
troverted facts to be developed by honorable Sen- 
ators who are more conversant with them. 
gan with saying that my first objection to this 
letter was, that the honorable Senator addressed 
a rebel and a traitor, conspiring against the Gov- 
ernment of the country, officially, which implied, 
I thought, that he recognized him as the legiti- 
mate ** president of the confederation of States.” 
My second objection is, that the whole tenor and 
terms of the letter show him, if not in sympath 
with Mr. Davis, at least on friendly terms wit 
him. It is the language of friendship; and when 
the honorable Senator says that it is very much 





other personal friend, I submit whether it does 
not go a great way to confirm what I am saying. 
The very difficulty in this case is, that the honor- 
able Senator, himself a Senator of the United 
States, puts himself in friendly communication 
with a rebel. My objection is, that the terms are 
friendly when he was the most inveterate enemy 
the country had. I do not believe that it is allow- 
able for any of us, holding the relations we do to 
this Government, so to address the assumed usurp- 
ing president of the confederation of States. I do 
not believe that either officially as Senators, or 
privately as gentlemen, we have any right what- 
ever, by friendly correspondence, with him, to 
hold out to him that we are anything else than 
his sworn and inveterate enemies. So long as he 
maintains his present attitude against the country 
we can give him no word of encouragement; nay, 
sir, we can address him in no language of civility. 
He is’a rebel before the world; and especially is 
he a rebel in any estimation which those who are 
connected with the Government of this country 
can hold him. 


For these reasons, Mr, President, I am opposed | 


to the report of the committee. 


peared in | 


i 
| 


the Sen- | 


I have not the slightest ob- | 


ot at all; the only ob- | 


is arguing the case against me does not desire any- | 


Senator from Maine holdsin hishandsdoes. The | 


I be- | 


like another letter which he gave this man to an- . 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I shall 


occupy the attention of the Senate but a few mo- 


L || ments, and perhaps would not do so at all but for 
I think it would | 


be well that the Senate should know the precise | Committee, and in a minority of that committee, 


the fact that I was a member of the Judiciary 


| not having agreed to this report. The majority 


which made the report have not thought proper 
to bring before the Senate the facts as they ex- 
isted before the committee. 

W hen this matter was referred to the committee, 
we had no precise information as to where this 
Lincoln letter was; but I casually learned that it 
had been found upon Mr. Lincoln when he was 


arrested for treason in the State of Ohio, and on 


learning that fact addressed a note to the district 
attorney for the southern district of Ohio, Mr. 
Ball, requesting him if he had the original letter, 
or could procure it, to send it here; instead of 
doing which, the district attorney sent his own 
affidavit, and also the affidavit of the officer who 
arrested Mr. Lincoln. I willread those affidavits 
together with the letters to which they refer, and 


| one of which is the letter of which the Senator 
| from Indiana has just spoken—the letter to Cap- 


/ent of the Capitol extension. 


tain Franklin, who was at one time superintend- 


That letter is as 
follows: 
WasnineTon, June 27, 1860. 
Dear Sir: I take pleasure in introducing to you an old 
and valued friend, Mr. Thomas B. Lincoln. He has a prop- 
osition to make you connected with a kind of machine he 
understands you are using in the public improvements un- 


| der your control. I commend him to you as a reliable gen- 


tleman, in every sense of the word, and bespeak for him 


|| your kind consideration. 





Truly yours, 
Captain FRANKLIN. 


‘ J.D. BRIGHT. 


That letter, 1 suppose, cuts no figure in this 


| transaction at all, and probably only appears here 


No doubt they are genuine, but I have no || 


I want the || son of Mr. Lincoln when arrested. 


if you are giving ittoa man whom you esteem a || 


because it was a letter from the Senator from In- 
diana which happened to be found upon the per- 
The other 
letter is the same as the published letter here; but 
the words “ private and confidential ’’ do not ap- 
pear upon it. 

Mr. HOWE. I would like to inquire how the 
letter which the Senator has just read came into 


the possession of the committee ? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator will find out 
all about it if he will listen until the affidavits are 


| read. 





Mr. HOWE. I will listen, then. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Here are the affidavits. 


United States of America, Southern District of Ohio, ss: 
John Pollock, of the city of Cincinnati, in said district, 
being duly sworn, saith on oath: That he is now, and was 
on the 17th day of August, 1861, chief inspector of ship- 
ments at the port of Cincinnati; that on that day he assisted 
the deputy marshal of said district in making the arrest of 
Thomas B. Lincoln, in said city, upon a charge of treason 
against the United States, and that he assisted in making 
an examination of the person and baggage of said Lincoln 
at the time of said arrest; that upon said examination he 
found upon the person and in possession of said Lincoln 
divers papers and documents, among which were two let 
ters purporting to be written by the Hon. Jesse D. Brieut, 
of which letters true and correct copies are above written. 
He further states that on the 20th day of August, 1861, the 
said Lincoln was examined upon said charge before the 
commissioner of the circuit court of the United States in 
said district, and both of the originals were then and there 
produced and identified by this affiant as a witness in said 
case, and were thereupon delivered to Flamen Ball, Esq., 
the attorney of the United States for said district, in whose 
custody said originals still remain; and further this affiant 


saith not. 
JOHN POLLOCK. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 30th day of De- 


H. H. LEAVITT, 
District Judge for the Southern District of Ohio. 


United States of America, Southern District of Ohio, ss: 

Flamen Ball, attorney of the United States for said dis- 
trict, being duly sworn, saith upon his oath, that on the 
20th day of Angust, A. D. 1861, as such attorney he ap- 
peared before Franklin Halliday, Esq., a commissioner of 
the circuit court of the United States within said district, 
on the examination of Thomas B. Lincoln, upon a charge 
of treason against the United States, in adhering to the en- 
emies of the United States, andgiving said enemies aig and 
comfort. That upon said examination, John Pollock, Esq., 
whose affidavit, subscribed to and sworn by him, is above 
written, was sworn as a witness on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States ; and that thereupon said witness 
produced in evidence, among othcr papers and documents 
found upon the person of the said Lincoln at the time of the 
arrest of said Lincoln, the two original letters signed by 
Hon. Jesse D. Brient, of which true and correct copies are 
above written; that said letters were read in the presence 
of said Lincoln, and their validity not disputed by him, and 
the same were immediately delivered to the custody of this 
affiant, where they still remain. 3 

This affiant further states, that he is acquainted with the 
writing of the said Jesse D. Bricut,and verily believes 


| cember, A. D. 1861. 
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said original letters to be in the handwriti 
JESSE D. Brieut, and further this affiant sai 1 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 30th day of De- | 


cember, A. D. 1861. #. H. LEAVITT. 
District Judge for the Southern District of Ohio. 


Accompanying these affidavits, Mr. Ball wrote 
a letter to the committee, in which he stated that 
he did not like to risk the original letters in the 
mail, as he expected to use them in the prosecution 
of the case for treason against Mr. Lincoln, but 
if the committee desired it, he would come onand 
bring the original. When the Senator from In- 


diana himself was present before the committee, | 


the proposition was submitted, I may state, to 
him, that if he desired to have the original sent 
for, we would send for it, but he did not insist 
upon it, and the original was not sent for, we hav- 


ing a sworn copy set out in the papers by a gen- | 


tleman who was acquainted with the handwriting 
of the Senator from Indiana. This presents the 
facts of the case as they appeared before the com- 
mittee, and shows how the Franklin letter came 
to be set out. I suppose it was because it was 
found upon Mr. Lincoln, and was a letter from 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Now, sir, I shall say but little upon this case. 
It has been so fully and so ably presented by the 
Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from 
Maine, that indeed I could add but little to what 
they have said. I did not agree to this report in 
the committee, and I did not agree to it, not by 
reason of the expression of opinions by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, as the Senator from Delaware 
seems to suppose. I tolerate the freest expression 
of opinion. I agree that any Senator may disap- 
prove the acts of the Administration, may disap- 
prove the policy thatas pursued to put down this 
rebellion; but when any Senator, or anybody else, 
does an act in favor of the men in arms against 
this Government, then I say he is giving aid and 
comfort to the enemy, and he becomes criminally 
culpable. The question here is, whether we shall 
expel the Senator from Indiana. ‘The State of 
Indiana may return him again if we do expel him, 
if they think proper, and | presume no one would 
think of expelling him a second time for the same 
cause. 

Sir, the very person to whom this letter was 
given is to-day under bonds for treason against 
this Government. This Thomas B. Lincoln, so 
well known to the Senator from Indiana, his in- 
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timate friend for so many years, is to-day charged | 


with treason against the Government. I shall not 
take up time in going over the condition of the 


of the said || who had been aiding these rebels to procure arms 
|| in order to shoot us, and to upturn this Govern- 


ment. I hope, sir, that the Senate will not indorse 
the report of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, 1 rise chiefly 
for the purpose of reading a passage from the same 
dispatch from which the Senator from Delaware 
read to the Senate; but before I do so, 1 beg the 
Senate to indulge me in a few remarks. 

The Senator from Maine seems to think that at 
the period when this letter was written 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator give way 
for a motion to go into executive session? 

Mr. PEARCE. Well, sir, I will submit it to 
the sense of the Senate. If it be desired to have 
an executive session, I will give way. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ifthe Senator desires to pro- 
ceed, I will not press it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have buta very few remarks 
to make, and will consume very little time. It 
has been suggested to me that I had better go on, 





and unless the Senator desires it very much, | 


| the chair.) 


would prefer to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hate in 
The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Maine as- 
sumes as the foundation of his argument that, at 


the date of the writing of the letter alluded to, the || 


country was in civil war. In that I differ from 
him toto celo. I admit there was a revolution in 
progress; that it had taken alarming strides; and, 
I confess, that at that time I myself saw no escape 
from the necessary and calamitous consequence 
of civil war; but civil war was not then upon us. 
No measures had been taken to levy forces, no 
resistance had been made by this Government to 


| the forcible acts by which the confederates had 

| seized upon the forts and arsenals at the South; | 
| no armed men had been arrayed by us for the 
| special purpose of recovering the possession of 
| these forts and arsenals and putting down that 


| revolution. 


In the naval and military appropria- 
tion bills which had been reported, and some of 
which, perhaps, were passed about the Ist day of 


| March, there was no reference to this condition of | 
things. Every proposition submitted to Congress 
| for the increase of the Navy—and there were some 


country at the time this letter was written, on the || 
Ist day of March last; but all will remember gen- | 


erally that before that day open war had been 
made upon the Government of the United States; 


before that day the Star of the West had been | 


fired into; before that day, fort after fort had been || 


seized by men in arms against the Government; 


sd Treasury had been plundered; your mint at | 
New Orleans had been robbed; and thousands of | 
men were in arms, seizing the public vessels, seiz- | 


ing the public property, attacking your troops, 
and disarming them, and plundering the Govern- 


ment wherever they could; and in this very city, | 
sir, we had armed men to protect the capital of | 


the country against the rebels who were then in 
arms against this Government. Why, sir, be- 


tween this Capitol and the house where I reside, || delivery of the inaugural address on the 4th of 


artillery were stationed, and cannon were planted, 


and an Administration, by no means favorable to | 
the existing Administration, thought the danger | 


so imminent that they brought to this capital all 
the troops they could command to detend it from 
an attack by these traitors who were in arms; and 


to one of those traitors, the chief one of all, the 
Senator from Indiana wrote this letter commend- | 
ing a fricnd, now arrested for treason, with an | 


improved arm. That is an act, sir. There is 


something more than the expression of opinion || 


in that, 
But, sir, I 


romised not to dwell on these mat- 
ters. I coul 


not, if I would, add anything to 


the forcible presentation of this case which has | 
been made by the Senators who have preceded | 


me. To my mind, it exhibits a case where we 


would be derelict to our duty, derelict to the Gov- | 


ernment we are sworn to support, if we allowed 
any person to sit here as a member of the Senate 
of the United States and a part of this Govern- 


ment now engaged against this wicked rebellion, 
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for that purpose—was based upon the idea that the 
increase was necessary for the ordinary and cur- 
rent operations of that Department of the Govern- 


ment. Not only so, sir; but no proclamation had | 
| been issued by the President declaring the state of 


things to the country. No stop had been put to 


| commercial intercourse. ‘Travelers went as freely 
to the revolted States as they did amongst the | 
No man found fault with them for | 


loyal States. 


going there. No one interposed to prevent the 


| dispatch of arms which northern merchants sent 


in large quantities to those States. The revolu- 
tion was perfectly bloodless at that time, and, for 
aught we knew, might never lead to blood. 


Not only was this so, sir, but I aver that up to 


the 4th of March, when the President delivered 
his inaugural address, no one on this side of the 


Chamber felt certain in what his policy might | 


result. Nor was it until that address was deliv- 


| ered that some of the southern men, who had de- 


luded themselves into the belief that no war could 


follow from what they considered the exercise of | 
a constitutional right of secession, began then to | 


believe that war would follow. But even after the 


March, the Senate must remember that it was 
discussed in this Chamber at the executive ses- 
sion,and analyzed with very considerable ability; 
and that one eminent Senator, Judge Douglas, 
now no more, who occupied the seat of the Sena- 


| tor from Ohio [Mr. Suerman,] analyzed that ad- 


dress, and declared it meant peace and not war, 


GLOBE. 





and the whole country, or that section of it at | 
least with which I am familiar, still hopéd that | 


something might yet avert that great calamity. 
Indeed, weeks after the date of the letter of the 
Senator from Indiana, when the Senator from 


Maine thinks we were in the midst of civil war, | 


commissioners came from the seceded States 
without invitation or safeguard to negotiate the 
terms of separation. They were not indeed 


| recognized in an official character by the Presi- 


dent. I believe he had no interviews with*them. 
But they were not treated as rebels, or traitors; 
were neither arrested nor molested, but remained 
here, as if they had been loyal citizens, without 
the least restraint or disturbance. 
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Now, sir, how can that be called a state of civil 
war? Nota gun had been fired, except the two 
or three that were fired into the Star of the West; 
northern sentiment had not then been developed; 
nor was it until the South Carolina batteries opened 

. ~ . : 

upon Fort Sumter that the storm of public wrath 
seemed to arise. That was long subsequent to 
the period of the writing of this letter. And, sir, 
at a still later period, the 10th of April, in the 
dispatch from which the Senator from Delaware 
read, I find this passage which he omitted acci- 
dentally, I believe: 

* Keeping that remedy” — 

meaning a national convention— 
“* steadily in view, the President, on the one hand, will not 
suffer the Federal authority to fall into abeyance, nor will 
he, on the other, aggravate existing evils by attempts ut 
coercion which must assume the form of direct war against 
any of the revolutionary States. If, while he is pursuing 
this course, commended as it is by prudence as well as 
patriotism, the scourge of civil war, for the first time in our 
history, must fall upon our country during the term of bis 
Administration, that calamity will then have come through 
the agency, not of the Government, but of those who shall 
have chosen to be its armed, open, and irreconcilable ene- 
mies, and he will not suffer himself to doubt,” &c. 

That is the dispatch of the 10th of April, and 
is pretty conclusive evidence, [ think, that the Pres- 
ident did not at that date consider the country to 
be in civil war. 

I think then, sir, that the charge of treasonable 


| communication in the midst of civil war cannot 


be established against the Senater from Indiana. 
Thousands of people were doing what was vastly 
more improper than the writing of a letter of in- 
troduction, even though its object might have been 
to introduce to the president of the seceded States 
a person who had something about the improve- 
ment of fire-arms to communicate. 

I shall not detain the Senate much longer, sir. 
The terms of that introductory note are familiar 
and common, such as nine men out of ten writing 
aletterofintroduction woulduse. Theterm, “my 
dear sir,’’ seems to be relied upon by the Senator 
from Maine as evincing a treasonable intent, be- 
cause it exhibits the existence of friendly feeling 


| between the Senator and the president of the con 
| federate States. 


Why, sir, ts it not possible to 
be politically opposed, and be oe in every 
sense in which men can be said to be in public 
hostility toone another, withoutdiscarding private 
friendship or violating the courtesies of social inter- 
course? Is it not possible that many of us may 
be the friends of Jefferson Davis, having been his 
intimate friends once,and may, while we still rec- 
ognize his many noble traits of character, deplore 
and condemn his course; may deem it to be vastly 
injurious to the country, for secession has been 
so and may be much more so in the course of 
time. I knownot; the prospects are very dark and 
gloomy. We may believe all that, and yet it does 
not follow that our private friendships are to be 
obliterated; still less that all ordinary civilities are 
to be cast aside and trampled under foot, and an 


| old friend be addressed not with ** my dear sir,”’ 


but in terms of passion and reproach, as ‘* you 
rebel and traitor.’’ Sir, I think there are other 
rules than those which apply to treason which 
would forbid that manner of initiating a letter. If 


| I wer writing a letter to my direst foe, I think I 


would phrase it in the politest shape possible. I 
think that is according to the rules of ancient chiv- 
alry and modern propriety also, and mere terms 
of civility in such a case furnish no reason for 
charging treason or even a disloyal inclination. 

There were other remarks made by the Senator 
from Maine to which I wished to reply, but hav- 
ing taken no note of them, I cannot now recal! 
them to memory. I will therefore not detain the 
Senate longer. 

Mr. SUMNER. This is certainly a very se- 
rious question. Many Senators have already ad- 
dressed the Senate upon it, and I presume there 
are others who would like to be heard upon it. I 
should, myself; but at this late hour I am hardly 
disposed to venture upon the attention of the Sen- 
ate. I think it- would be better, therefore, that 
the subject shouid go over until to-morrow, and 
miele that the Senate should proceed with 
the consideration of executive business for a few 
moments. I therefore make that motion, with the 
understanding that this subject will be left as the 
order of the day for to-morrow, at one o'clock. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Lhopenot. I can only say 
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to the honorable Senator that I have nota speech 


to make on this subject. 


The motion to adjourn was not agreed to; there | 


being ona division—ayes 13, noes 14. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 
curs on the motion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Several SeEnaTors. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
without a quorum? 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


There is no quorum. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 20, 1862. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
CERTAIN RAILROAD SURVEYS. 


How can we act on that | 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Seeretary of War in answer 
to a resolution of the House, asking for informa- 
tion as to certain railroad surveys; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


DEAD HORSES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a | 


communication from the Secretary of War, in an- 
swer to a resolution of the House in regard to the 
removal of dead horses; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
annual report of the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ION. WILLIAM A. HALL, OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Hon. Wittram 
A. Hau, member elect from the third congres- 
sional district of Missouri, is present; and I move 
that he be sworn in. 

Hon. Wituiam A. Haut then appeared, and 
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session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress; when the || 


Speaker signed the same. || 


|| for the use and endowment of the seminary now in oper- 


ENFORCEMENT OF THE PEACE. | 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, reported back a bill (H. R. | 


No. 159) for the more convenient and effective en- || 


forcement of the laws of the United States con- 
cerning the security to keep the peace and for good 


| behavior, with the recommendation that it do not 
| pass; which was laid upon the table. 


SUPPLIES FURNISHED BY THE STATES. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois,.by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill authorizing the Secre- 


| tary of the Treasury to settle with States for sup- 


plies furnished their troops; which was read a | 
| first and second time by its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ARCHIBALD C. CRARY. 

Mr. GRIDER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Archibald C. Crary, heir-at-law of Colonel Arch- 
ibald Crary, to pay for services of Colonel Crary, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

FLOATS. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Pennsylvania. I move that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill( H.R. No. 114) authorizing floats 


|| to issue in satisfaction of claims against the Uni- 
| ted States for lands sold by them within the Los | 


Amigos and La Nana grants, in the State of Lou- 


| isiana, and that the same be recommitted to the 


| Committee on Private Land Claims. 
The question was taken, and it was so ordered. | 


JUDICIAL CIRCUITS. 
The SPEAKER stated the first business in 
order to be the bill (H, R. No. 116) toamend anact 


| of 3d March, 1837, supplementary to an act enti- 


took the usual oath to support the Constitution || 


of the United States. 


JOSEPH SEGAR. 


tled ** An act to amend the judicial system of the 
United States,’’ the consideration of which had 
been postponed to this day. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection to let 


| that bill go over informally as unfinished business, 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee of Elections, | 
to which was referred the memorial of Joseph Se- | 


gar, praying to be admitted asa Representative in 
the Thirty-Seventh Congress from the first dis- 
trict of Virginia, reported the following resolution: 

Resoived, That Joseph Segar is not entitled to a seat in 
this House from the first district of Virginia. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to consider that resolution now, or to post- 
»one its further consideration? 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to let it go over to 
some convenient day. ; 


The report of the committee was laid upon the | 


table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES, from the same committee, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, In the matter of the memorial of Joseph Segar, 
praying to be admitted to a seat in this House as a Repre- 
sentative from the first district of Virginia, that, pending 
the discussion of the subject-matter of said memorial, the 
memorialist may occupy a seatand address the House upon 
the merits of the question, subject in all cases to the rules 
of the House. 

EXCUSED FROM A COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER stated that he had received a 
communication from Hon. Wittiam Vanpever, 
asking to be excused from further service on the 
special committee on the establishment of an ar- 


mory west of the Alleghany mountains, because | 


of absence from the city in discharge of other 
duties. 

The question was taken, and Mr. Vanpever 
was excused from further service on that com- 
mittee, 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. GRANGER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that that committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution 
autherizing the Secretary of the Treasury to trans- 
fer certain balances of an appropriation for print- 
ing for the second session of the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress to the sum appropriated for the first 





in order to accommodate gentlemen. I only de- 
sire that it shall not be pushed out of its regular 
order. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. This is a bill.in 
relation to the reconstruction of judicial circuits 
in the United States, and if the gentleman from 
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structed to inquire into the expediency of confiscating said 
lands, and appropriating them to the Territory of Nebraska 


ation by authority of the Territorial Legislature, at the 


mouth of the Great Platte river, and report by bill or other- 
wise. 


POST ROADS IN COLORADO. 
_ Mr. BENNET introduced the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency and 
propriety of establishing the following post roads in the 


\| Territory of Colorado, herewith submitted. 





Illinois, [Mr. KetLtoce,] who took so much in- | 


terest in this subject when it was up before, does 
not object, I shall not object. 

The question was taken, and Mr. Bixenam’s 
motion was agreed to. 


TREATIES WITIL NEZ PERCES, ETC. 
Mr. WALLACE, of Washington, submitted 


the following resolution; which was read, consid- | 


ered, and agreed to: 


Resolred, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- | 
| Structed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- | 


| propriation to defray the expenses of holding treaties with 





the Nez Perces and the Snake River Indians, with a view 
to the purchase of the whole or a part of the lands now held 
by said indians in the ‘Territory of Washington; and that 
they report by bill or otherwise. 


SALINE LANDS IN NEBRASKA. 
Mr. DAILEY offered the following resolution; 


which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to communicate to this House the condition of the saline 
lands in the Territory of Nebraska, with such recommend- 
ations concerning the same as may, in his judgment, be 
promotive of the public interest. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. DAILEY offered the following preamble 
and resolution; which was read, considered, and 
greed to: 

Whereas, by act of Congress approved 22d of June, 1854, 
certain townships in a reservation of twelve miles square, 
in the Huntsville district, in the State of Alabama, were 
authorized to select lands from the public domain fur schou! 
purposes; and whercas, in pursuance of the provisions of 
said act, the agent of said townships did subsequently select 
certain lands in the Territory of Nebraska; and whereas 
the State of Alabama, (including said townships,) by act of 
her legislature, has treasonably joined in the rebellion for 
the everthrow of the Government of the United States, 
thereby forfeiting all right to the enjoyment of its munifi- 
cence: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 








| 


MILITARY POSTS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. BENNET introduced the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of establishing two 
military posts, one in the southwestern and the other in 
the northwestern part of Colorado Territory, with a view 
of restraining the Indian tribes on the Pacific slope of the 
Rocky mountains, and protecting prospecting parties and 
miners and settlers in that region. 


MEXICAN CONTRIBUTION FUND. 


Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 


| communicate to this House the names of all clerks and other 


employés in the Executive Departments who have received 
allowances from the ** Mexican contribution fund,’ in ad- 
dition to their regular salaries, with the respective amounts 
paid to each and the dates of payment; and also by what 
President or Secretary the same were allowed ; and further, 
if any allowances have been made to clerks from this fund 
which have not been paid, by what Secretary the allow- 
ances, if any, were made ; and, if not paid, whether or not 


| the unpaid cases differ from those which have been paid. 








BOUNTIES TO WIDOWS, ETC. 


Mr. EDWARDS introduced the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
requested to inquire whether any appropriation has been 
made by law for the payment of the bounty provided to be 
paid by the sixth section of the act of July 22, 1861, to the 
widows or legal heirs of such volunteers as may die or be 
killed in the service ; and if nosuch appropriation has been 
made, to bring in a bill making such appropriation at the 
earliest convenient time. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understand 
that there is a difference of opinion at the Depart- 
mentupon theconstruction of the law asto whether 
such bounty is due now or at the close of the war. 
I suggest to the gentleman that he should modify 
his resolution so as to authorize the committee to 
inquire into the expediency of making such ap- 
propriation at this time, and that the question be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The resolution was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDWARDS. As a doubt has been ex- 
pressed as to the construction of the law to which 
the foregoing resolution applies, I offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be re- 
quested to inquire whether any further legislation is neces- 
sary to secure to widows and heirs of volunteers who may 
die or be killed in the service, the bounty intended to have 


| been secured to them by the sixth section of the act of July 


22, 1861. 
The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 
HARBORS IN MASSACHUSETTS. 
Mr. ELIOT introduced a bill to preserve from 


destruction by natural causes, and protect for na- 
tional defense, the harbors of Provincetown and 
the beach of Plymouth, in Massachusetts; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ELIOT also, in connection with the above 
bill, presented a petition of S. B® Finney and 
eight hundred others, citizens of Provincetown, 
in reference to the above-mentioned bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HARBOR OF NEW HAVEN. 


Mr. ENGLISH. [hold in my hand a preamble 
and resolution passed by the Common Council of 
New Haven, in relation to the harbor defenses of 
the harbor of New Haven. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that the 
resolution can be filed under the rule. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A mes in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Nicoxay, 


his Private Secretary; also a message stating that 
the President had approved and signed a resolu- 
tion in reference to the sale of the ruins of the 
Washington Infirmary. 
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DEBTS DUE LOYAL AMERICAN CITIZENS. 


Mr. SPAULDING introduced a bill to organ- | 


ize the United States tribunal to enforce by civil 
and military power the paymentof debts and dam- 
ages due to loyal American citizens, and the re s- 
toration of their property and effects in certain 
causes arising out of the rebellion; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
SCHOONERS DOLPHIN AND NORTH STAR. 


Mr. LANSING introduced a bill to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue registers to 
the schooners Dolphin and North Star, of Oswego, 
State of New York; which was read a first and 
second time 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
tice of the committee to refer all such matters to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to know whether 
there is any objection to changing the names. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


ADDITIONAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT——-NEW YORK. 


Mr. DIVEN introduced a bill to establish an 
additional judicial district in the State of New 
York, and in relation to the courts of the United 
States in said State; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


I move to refer that bill 


THOMAS LANDON. 
Mr. VAN VALKENBURGH introduced the 


following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the papers on file in relation to the case 
of ‘‘homas Lundon, a soldier of the Revolution, relating to 
his claim fora pension, be taken from the files and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


HARBOR OF ERIE. 
Mr. BABBITT introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 


to inquire into the expediency of adopting measures for the 
preservation of the harbor of Erie on Lake Erie. 


REGIMENTAL BANDS. 
Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill to dis- 
charge from service, on the Ist of March, 1862, 
the bands of volunteers; which was read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Militaty Affairs. 


TRANSMISSION OF MONEY BY MAIL. 


It is the prac- | 


Mr. ANCONA introduced the following reso- | 


lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: | 
’ ’ + > 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be requested to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a money order’system for the transmission of small 
amounts in safety by United States mail; and «hat they be 
directed to report by bill or otherwise. 


ENGAGEMENT AT DRAINSVILLE. 


Mr. MOORHEAD introduced the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 


mit to this House copies of all the reports made of the re- | 
cent engagement at Drainsville, with a view to ascertain the | 


names of those who rendered distinguished services on that 
brilliant occasion. 


VESSELS CHARTERED BY GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. JOHNSON introduced the following reso- 


lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: | 
Resolved, That the special committee on Government | 


contracts be directed to further investigate all the facts and 


circumstances connected with the purchase and charter of 


vessels by the War and Navy Departments, and the manner 
and cost of repairing, furnishing, and fitting out the same. 


CHAPLAINS IN THE ARMY; 


Mr. JOHNSON introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed té: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 


structed to inquire into the expedicucy of changing the ex- 
isting law as to the employment of chaplains in the Army 
so as to authorize the appointment of brigade chaplains, 
one or more of which shail be of the Catholic, Protestant, 
and Jewish religion, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


PATENT OFFICE. 


Mr. CALVERT introduced the following reso- | 


lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interiur be directed 
to inform this House at the earliest possible day—Ist. How 
much of the epeeonesatien made Jast year for the agricul- 
tural bureau of the Patent Office has been expended, speci- 





| panies, individuals, and corporations; also the amount of 


| tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
| rected to inquire into the expediency of so modifying the 
| first section of the act of Congress entitled‘ An act to in- 


| States, 
| claimed to be rendered by the forward warrant officers of 





| ing resolution; and upon it I move the previous 


| 
| olution upon the table. | 


fying cach item of such expenditure. 2d. Whether any 
agent has been appointed to go to Europe, and if so the ob 
ject of his visit, stating how much has been paid to said 
agent for salary and expenses, and what further sum is to | 
be paid him, and what services he has or is expected toren- | 
der. Bd. Whether any contracts have been made in antici 
pation of the appropriation, and if so for what purpose and 
for what amount. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. CRISFIELD submitted the following res- 


olution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior report to this 
House the amounts of money paid by the United States to 
the several! States as a percentage on sales of the public 
lands ; also the amount of public land disposed of since the 
30th of June, 1857, by sale ; grants in the several States and 
Territories for education, benevolent institutions, internal 
improvements, military services, individuals and compa 
nies, seats of Government, and public buildings ; salines and 
swap lands to the States and railroads; and by preémp- 
tion and also by reservation for the benefit of Indians, com 


confirmed private land claims since the said day, and the 
total amount of public lands now remaining unsold and 
unappropriated. ° 


PAY OF FORWARD WARRANT OFFICERS. 


Mr. LEARY submitted the following resolu- |} 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di 


crease and regulate the pay of the Navy of the United 
* approved June 1, 1860, as to require the sea-service 


the Navy to be computed from the date of the appointment 
of said officers, aud not from the date of their warrants. 


FRAUDS IN TRADE MARKS, ETC. 

Mr. MOORHEAD introduced a bill to prevent 
and punish fraud in the use of false stamps, | 
molds, dies, brands, labels, or trade marks; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAY OF A UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Virginia, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, | 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
compensation now allowed by law to the attorney for the | 
western district of Virginia. | 

LOSS OF ARMY HORSES. 1| 


Mr. BROWN, of Virginia, also submitted the || 


| following resolution; which was read, considered, || 
| and agreed to: 1] 
' 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 
structed to inquire if any legislation by Congress be neces- | 
sary to guard more effectually against the loss of horses in 
the military service, occasioned by bad treatment or inade- | 
quate food. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR VIRGINIA. | 
Mr. UPTON introduced a joint resolution con- 
cerning the United States district court for Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ABOLITION OF THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. TI desire to give 
notice of a bill to abolish the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 
GOLD AND SILVER IN THE LOYAL STATES. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 


I offer the follow- 


question: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the House at an early day the amount, actual 
or estimated, of gold and silver coin and bullion in the 
loyal States on the Ist day of January, 1862, or atthe date 
of the latest reports or information accessible to him; also 
the proportion thereof held by the several banks in said | 
States. 





Mr. WASHBURNE. I should like to under- 


stand the partic - obj i . 1} 
particular object of that resolution. 1 || of those resolutions. I move that they be laid on 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I demanded the | 


| 
propose to debate it. 
; 
previous question on the resolution when I offered | 


it. I hope the gentleman will not object to it. It y 


e 
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THE REVOLTED STATES. 


Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill to establish 
a territorial government in each of the districts of 
country embraced within the limits of the recent 
States of South Carolina, North Carolina, Geor- 
gia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Arkansas, and Tennessee, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 

OFFICERING VOLUNTEER COMPANIES, 

Mr. NOBLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is here- 
by, requested to inform the House why it is that full com- 


panies of troops who have volunteered from Ohio and other 
States and have been accepted into service by the War De 


partment are now refused commissions to their officers from 


the Federal Government, and are required to be commis- 
sioned, if at all, by the Governor of Pennsylvania, and that, 


| too, against the earnest protest of such companies. 


OBJECT OF THE WAR. 
Mr. ALLEN offered the following resolution, 
and moved the previous question upon it: 
Resolved, ‘That, in the judgment of this House, no part of 


the appropriations now made or hereafter made, nor of the 


taxes now or hereatter laid by Congress should be used in 
or applied to the prosecution of a war forthe purpose of the 
emancipation of slaves in the slaveholding States of the 
Union. 

Mr. BLAKE moved to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Arnold, Babbitt, Gold 


| smith F. Bailey, Baker, Baxter, Beaman, Bingham, Fran 
| cis P. Blair, Blake, Butfinton, Burnham, Campbell, Cham 


berlin, Clark, Clements, Colfax, Frederick A. Conkiing, 
Roscoe Conkling, Conway, Cutler, Davis, Dawes, Del- 


} ano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Fenton, Fes- 
| senden, Frank, Granger, Gurley, Hale, Hanchett, Hooper, 


Horton, Hutchins, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Wiiliam 
Kellogg, Killinger, Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, MeKean, 
MeKuight, McPherson, Marston, Mitchell, Moorhead, An- 
son P. Morrill, Justin 8. Morrill, Nixon, Olin, Patton, 
Timothy G. Phelps, Pomeroy, Potter, Alexander Al. Rice, 
Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, Bhanks, Sheffield, 
Sherman, Sloan, Spaulding, Stevens, Stratton, Benjamin 
F. Thomas, Train, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Hora, Van 
Valkenburgh, Van Wyck, Verree, Wall, Wallace, Charles 
W. Watton, BE. P. Walton, Washburne, Wheeler, Albert 
S. White, Wilson, Win@om, and Worcester—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ancona, Joseph Baily, Jacob B. 
Blair, Wiliam G. Brown, Calvert, Cobb, Corning, Cravens, 
Crisfield, English, Fouke, Haight, Harrison, Holman, John- 
son, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Leary, Morris, Noble, Norton, 


| Nugen, Robinson, James 8S. Rollins, Shiel, John B. Steele, 


William G. Steele, Vallandigham, Vibbard, Voorhees, Chil- 
ton A. White, Wickliffe, Woodruff, and Wright—36. 


So the resolution was laid upon the table. 
MILEAGE OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. BLAKE submitted the following resolu- 
tions, and demanded the previous question upon 
their adoption: 


Resolved, That the First Comptroller of the Treasury be 
requested to furnish this House, with as little delay as pos 
sible, a tabular statement giving the name and place of res- 
idence of every member and Delegate in Congress from the 
first session of the 'lhirty-Second Congress to the first ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, inclusive ; the names 


| of the State and Territory in which they severally resided ; 


** the estimated distance by the most usual road”? from their 


| several places of residence to the city of Washington: the 


amount of money that such members and Delegates were 
severally entiled to for mileage at each session, under the 
act of Congress of January 22, 1818; the number of miles 
allowed to such members and Delegates, severaily, at each 
session ; and the amount of money received by such mem 
bers and Delegates, respectively, at every session, for mile 
age, during the time herein stated. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House b& 
directed to furnish the First Comptroller of the Treasury, 
when called upon by him for that purpose, any books and 


| papers lhe may have in his possession that may aid in making 
| Said statement. 


only asks for information. I] 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 


of getting that information from the Secretary of || 


| the Treasury, unless it be to show the world how 


. . . | 
little specie we have. 1] 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I move to lay the res- | 
The motion was agreed to. | 
So the resolution was laid upon the table. 


I do not see the object || 
: 


Mr. MAYNARD. Ido not see the necessity 
the table. 

Mr. BLAKE. On that motion I ca} for the 
yeas and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 


| agreed to, . 


So the resolutions were laid on the table. 
FRAUDULENT CLAIMS. 


Mr. RIDDLE introduced a joint resolution, of 
which previous notice had ben given, to prevent 
the payment of fraudulent or exorbitant claims; 


| which was read a first and second time, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Claims. 
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CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN offered the following res- 


olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: || 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be al- 
lowed the cmployment of a clerk at the usual compensation 
during the time of his service. 

FISHERY BOUNTIES. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, to repeal all laws 
granting bounties or allowances to vessels em- 
ployed in the bank or other cod fisheries; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. DUNN. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move to amend by referring it 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DUNN. I think the other reference is the 
proper one. The bill is to save expenses to the 
Government, which is of more importance than to 
raise additional revenue. 

The question was taken on Mr. Exior’s amend- 
ment; and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committce on 
Commerce. 

CONTUMACIOUS WITNESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


submitting a resolution from the State of Illinois 


especially, but of introducing a resolution affect- | 


ing the authority of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by leave 
of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution is in the na- 
ture ofa report from the special committee to in- 
vestigate Government contracts. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope the House will go on 
with the regular business. 

The SPEAKER. That committee hasa right 
to report at any time. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
a committee was raised, known asthe Van Wyck 
investigating committee, for the purpose of in- 
vestigating certain Government contracts. That 
committee held a session in the city of Cincinnati 


during the month of December last. On the 30th | 


day of that month asubpena was issued, requir- 


ing the attendance of Mr. Benjamin Higdon as aa | 


witness before the committee, on the next suc- 
ceeding slay. The witness failed to attend, and, 
so far as the committee is informed, his absence 
was without any just excugg. I therefore submit 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to bring 
before the bar of this House Benjamin Higdon, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, to answer to an alleged contempt of its author- 
ity, in refusing to obey asubpena to appear before the select 
committee for the investigation of Government contracts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana whether the committee is in 
possession of any facts showing that the absence 
of the witness was intentional ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only testimony before 
the committee on the subject is the return of the 
officer, and the failure of the witness to appear. 
The subpena was served on the witness in the 
ety of Cincinnati on the 30th of December, re- 


quiring him to appear at room B in the Burnett | 


Elouse, Cincinnati, Ohio, on the succeeding day. 
The committee remained in session for several 
days from that time, but the witness failed to ap- 
— On examining the precedents, we have not 
een able to find that it has been the practice to 
show that contempt was intended on the part of 
the witness, That question comes up when the 
witness is brought before the bar of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, What I desire to know 
% whether any excuse for the non-attendance of 
the witness was offered to the committee ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was no excuse what- 
ever offered. The committee remained in session 
several days, and was informed, on sending for 
the witness8 the second time, #hat he had left the 
city of Cincinnati. But of course there was no tes- 
timony taken on that point, The committee sent 
for the Witness two or three times after his failure 
to appear. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
adopted, 


EXPENSES OF [INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. LI rise to make a privi- 
leged report. I am directed by the special com- 
mittee to report a bill ao ney the expenses of the 
committee to investigate Government contracts. I 


will ask to have it read, and then I will make a 
further explanation. 


THE 


| of order. 


I rise not for the purpose of 


On the 8th day of last July, || 
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July 8, 1861, to ascertain and report in regard to 


contracts with any Department of the Govern- || 
1] 


i 
1} 
| 


ment for provisions, supplies, transportation, &c., 
was read a first and second time. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. lIask that the bill be 
put upon its passage. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I raise the’point | 
of order that the bill makes an appropriation, and | 
must, therefore, be referred to the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The Chair sustains the point | 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I move that the rules 


be suspended in order that the bill may be con- 
sidered at this time; and on that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. If the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Vattanpiguam] does not wish to have this 


investigation carried on he can vote against the || 


bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. *Lask that the bill be 
read, 

The bill was read, It appropriates $10,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the 
expenses of the special committee of the House 
of Representatives, appointed on the 8th day of 


| July, 1861, to ascertain and report in‘regard to 
| contracts made with any Department of the Gov- 
ernment for provisions, supplies, transportation, | 


&c.; such amount to be drawn from the Treasury 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who is directed to pay the expenses 
of the said committee, under the approval and 


|| direction of its chairman. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 12], nays 2; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ancona, Arnold, Bab- 
bitt, Goldsmith F. Bailey, Joseph Baily, Baxter, Bingham, 
Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Samucl 58. Blair, Blake, 
George H. Browne, Buffinton, Burnham, Calvert, Clark, 
Clements, Cobb, Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Roscoe 
Conkling, Corning, Cravens, Crisfield, Crittenden, Cutler, 
Dawes, Delano, Diven, Duell, Dunlap, Dunn, Edwards, 
Eliot, English, Fenton, Fessenden, Fouke, Goodwin, 
Granger, Grider, Gurley, Haight, Hanchett, Harrison, Hol- 


|} man, Hutchins, Johnson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, 


William Kellogg, Killinger, Lansing, Law, Leary, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Marston, May- 
nard, Menzies, Mitchell, Moorhead, Anson P. Morrill, Jus- 
tin 8S. Morrill, Morris, Nixon, Noble, Norton, Nugen, Olin, 
Patton, Timothy G. Phelps, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, Alex- 
der H. Rice, Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, James S. Rollins, 
Sargent, Sedgwick, Shanks, Sheffield, Sherman, Sloan, 
John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stevens. Stratton, Ben- 
jamin F. Thomas, Francis Thomas, ‘Train, Trimble, Trow- 
bridge, Van Horn, Van Valkenburgh, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Vibbard, Wadsworth. Wall, Wallace, Charles W. Walton, 
E. P. Walton, Washburne, Webster, Wheelér, Whaley, 
Albert S. White, Chilton A. White, Wickliffe, Wilson, 
Windom, Woodruff, Worcester, and Wright—121. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen and Chamberlin—2. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended. 

During the vote, 

Mr. COX, not being within the bar when his 


name was called, asked leave to vote. 


Mr. WRIGHT objected. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WASHBURNE demanded the previous 

uestion on the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The previous question was secohded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under its operation, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TRANSFER OF REBEL PROPERTY. 


Mr. ARNOLD submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 
making void all sales, transfers, and dispositions of prop- 
erty of every kind by persons engaged in insurrection 
against the United States. 


GERMAN PRINTING. 


Mr. LOVEJOY submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 


NAL GLOBE. 
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The bill to pay the expenses of the special com- to inquire into the expediency of printing a portion of the 


mittee of the House of Representatives, appointed || Agricultural reports in the German language. 


_Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I have a memo- 
rial here upon the same subject, which I wish to 
have take the same reference. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I demand the reading 
of that paper. I want to know what it is before | 
vote to refer it. 

The Clerk said the memorial was in the Ger- 
me language, and he could not read it, [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois 
will please read the paper sent up, himself. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 1 will. 

Mr. Ke.ioce thereupon read a translation of 
the memorial. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 


on Printing. 


STAMP DUTY. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, submitted the follow- 


| ing resolution; which was read, considered, and 
| agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 


|| instructed to inquire into the expediency of levying a tax, in 


the form of a stamp duty of five cents, on every note, bill, 


or evidence of debtissued by any individual, bank, or other 
| corporation, to circulate as money in the United States. 


SHIP CANAL, 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, also submitted the 


| following resolution; which was read, considered, 


and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of constructing a 


ship canal from Chicago to the Illinois river; and report by 


| bill or otherwise. 


MISSOURI COMMISSION. 


Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for a special commission in the State of Missouri, whose 
duty it shall be to investigate and allow all just and equitable 
claims against the General Government where property has 


been taken from Joval citizens by persons in the military 
service of the United States. 


MISSOURI RAILROADS. 


Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri, also submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed toinguire into the expediency and necessity of the 
General Government completing the main bsanch of the 
Pacific railroad in the State of Missouri, from Sedalia, in 
the county of Pettis, to Kansas City, in the county of Jack- 
son; also into the expediency of repairing so much of the 
North Missouri railroad as was recently destroyed by the 
enemies of the United States; and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.STEVENS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Biatr, 
of Missouri, in the chair.) 

On motion of Mr. STEVENS, the committee 
proceeded to the consideration of House bill No. 
208, making ara for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the year ending 30th of June, 1863, and addi- 
tional appropriations for the year ending 30th of 
June, 1862. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. Chairman, it is ob- 
vious, if it were not for that wheel in the machin- 
ery of *‘ rules’’ of this body, which, in its revo- 
lutions, occasionally resolves the House into the 
‘‘Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union,”’ not all would be said that might be as to 
measures in relation to which, whether adopted 
or rejected by the Congress of the United States, 
no member should be refused the opportunity of 
expressing hia views. I avail myself of “ the 
hour,” and propose to speak of the rebellion in 
the aspect in which it presents itself to my constt- 
vents, 

With whatever thoroughness and consummate 
abitity the questions for which the rebellion has 
given occasion have been discussed here, and I 
am confident there has been no deficiency in this 
respect oneither side, itis by no means to exclude, 





